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ONION LEADERS COVER FOR 
LABOUR PARTY TREACHERY 
Rank & File Movement 
~ The Only Answer 


The first half of 1985 has seen not the ship- 
wrecking of the Fine Gael / Labour Coalition Gov- 
ernment but instead the continuation of its aust- 
erity programme despite its growing unpopularity, 
as confirmed in the local elections throughout the 
Republic on June 20th. 

Labour's vote slid disastrously from 16% to 10% 
of the national vote by 1981, after a decade of 
open collaboration with Fine Gael. After propping 
up two further Coalitions, its vote has now fallen 
to 7.9%. Meanwhile, the (stalinist) Workers Party 
Sharpened its challenge as a rival on Labour's 
"left" (though in fact it's every bit as craven 
politically towards the ruling class), While it 
could muster only 3.3% nationally, it overtook 
Labour in the Dublin Corporation area (9.4% to 9%) 
where the big majority of the working class of the 
capital is concentrated. (This was also twice the 
vote that Sinn Fein won in the city, 4.7%.) 

The prospects of victory for the populist pseu- 
do-republican Fianna Fail in the next General 
Election look extremely favourable, so that both 
Labour and Fine Gael will be determined to run as 
close as possible to the full term of autumn 1987 
in the desperate hope of a turn in their fortunes. 
However, the established record of this Coalition, 
and the deepening economic crisis, combined with 
the clearly signalled refusal of the trade union 
leaders to lead any mass struggle against them, 
are a guarantee of a stepped-up offensive to res- 
olve the profits-crisis of the ruling class on the 
backs of Irish workers, youth and women. 

The relatively stable pursuit of this capitalist 
offensive for three years has been possible mainly 
because of the craven collaboration of the offi- 
cial trade union Labour Party in a government of 
austerity. And the events of the past six montff& 
in the working-class movement leave no doubt who 
is to blame for protecting Labour from any acc- 
ountability to the rank and file of the unions, 

The self-interested brokers of trade union offi- 
cialdom have stifled the mass frustration and 
renewed the license of THEIR Labour Party to 
continue its treachery in our name. 

In a period culminating in the annual conferen- 
ces of the Labour party and the major general 
unions, the cynical and barefaced duplicity, with 
regard to the Labour Party, of trade union leaders 
such as John Carroll and his cronies in the ITGWU, 
and FWUI's Attley & Co., defied description. But 
no other outcome should have been expected as long 
as militants and the self-styled "lefts" in the 
Party failed or refused to do battle against the 





traitors with anything better for weapons than 
apolitical anger, pious sentiment or illusions in 
the reformability of Labour. 

The abruptness with which the union bureaucrats 
were forced to give the lie to their own anti- 
Coalition rhetoric is due in essence to the 
reality of deepening crisis in the economic and 


political system to which their self-interest weds 
them. Since 1981 they have, indeed, been concerned 
that the Labour party, which acts as a political 
lightening-conductor for them within the nominally 
"democratic" organisations of the working class 

(and which adds to their career opportunities, to 
boot), would lose all credibility through its 
prostitution to Fine Gael, the party most brazenly 
committed to finance capital, agribusiness and the 
major professions. Their appeal to Labour to save 
its "identity" by standing alone in opposition - 

or even to support, "from outside", an avowedly 
populist and expansionist Fianna Fail government - 
was contemptuously recognised by the clique of 
Labour Ministers for the cowardly rhetoric that it 
was. The Labour Parliamentary Party, and especi- 
ally its inner clique of ministers, Spring, Des- 

mond, Kavanagh and Quinn, were not about to aban- 
don the gravy train a moment sooner than their own 
survival might compel them to. 


Meanwhile, the "anti-Coalition" union leaders 
were busy peacably negotiating mass redundancies, 
undermining workers wherever they resisted, until 
unemployment overshot the worst expectations of a 
trade union leadership besotted with ruling-class 
lies about the economic upturn. As a cover for 
refusing to lead a FIGHT to defend workers and 
their families, the union bureaucracy argued for 
measures to supposedly encourage the "upturn" 
through "implementable" economic "alternatives" 
WITHIN the existing system of capitalism, alter- 
natives which required at every point that workers 
must "moderate" their demands, despite inflation 
and rising taxes, despite charges on previously 
free facilities and despite cuts in health and 
social services, 

The Coalition's National Plan of October last 
did nothing to meet the utopian economic rhetoric 
of the union leaders who then rallied instead 
around the more expansionary, but no less capita- 
list, "plan" of the Congress of Trade Unions. The 
harshness of the Coalition's "plan" became the 
focus of the union leaders' "final warning" to 
Labour. They were particularly incensed at its 





proposals to so restrict public-service pay that 

they would be denied virtually any role as nego- 
tiators in the 24th Wage Round for a large body of 
their members and might be forced, against their 
will, into an open confrontation, It was in the 
wake of these events that the ITGWU (on 4th 
December) announced its plebiscite to disaffiliate 
from Labour, to be held in the summer of '85. 

The predictions of global economic recovery 
buoying up the Irish economy turned, however, 
towards renewed gloom. The burdens of servicing a 
massive foreign debt grew rapidly due to the 
strength of the dollar; closures continued apace 
and the trade deficit grew dangerously. The Coal- 
ition abruptly liquidated the ailing state merch- 
ant fleet, Irish Shipping, ditched its workers and 
lost its ships to the bailiffs of foreign credit- 
ors. The union leaders feigned protest but organ- 
ised no fight. This was a major gain for the har- 
dest element of the ruling class in confronting 
the unions with the harsh "commercial logic" of 
capitalism in the state companies sector. That was 
a blow at the very heart of the illusions the 
union leaders peddle to workers - more "state 
enterprise" as the key to "reforming" Irish capi- 
talism (while refusing to fight for workers inte- 
rests or against privatisation in existing state 
enterprises!). In itself a significant blow 
against the workers, the Shipping closure had a 
more strategic purpose of demoralising and threa- 
tening workers throughout the semi-state compan- 
ies, and of establishing the absolute priority of 
capitalist profitability over social need in state 
enterprise and budgeting. 

When a key group of civil servants was offered 
6% on pre-tax wages, through arbitration and 
without any struggle, the Coalition deftly gener- 
alised it to all the non-commercial public service 
workers as a carrot to the union leaders. The 
government had threatened to override the arbitr- 
tion award but decided it was not yet time to 
break up useful organs of collaboration with the 
union bureaucrats - who grabbed at the wage offer! 
In place of any debate or mobilisation in the 
ranks, towards defending wages and services 
against inflation and cuts, the huge body of pub- 
lic service workers were presented with a secret 
ballot - 6% or nothing. On take-home pay, and 
against rising costs, the illusory 6% will mean a 
4 or 5% drop in living standards. 

Quietly congratulating themselves on pacifying 
the white-collar sections on whom they rely most 
to control the movement, trade union officialdom 
proceeded to isolate and betray the attempts of 
local government manual and craft ~~ | 





ITGWU tops Kirwan, Carroll, Brown. 
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port workers to hold out for their wage claims. 
Every threat of significant industrial action on 
the wages issue was diverted by the union 
bureaucracy into the bourgeois Labour Court. 


THE COLLAPSE OF THE LEFTS 
Against this backdrop it took little indeed to 
rout the so-called opposition to Labour's role and 
to expose the sham of the union leaders. These 


-arch practitioners of class collaboration never 


once moved a finger in the direction of mass pro- 
test against Coalition (not to mention calling 
political strikes against Coalition such as they 
were forced to lead during the tax campaign!) On 
the contrary, Carroll & Kirwan's anti-democratic 
attempt at an ITGWU plebiscite on abandoning Lab- 
our was designed precisely to pre-empt and so to 
defuse action from below against Labour, even at 
the risk of a reactionary de-politicising of the 
movement, 

The desperation of the lefts within the Party 
to staunch the draining of Labour support - the 
opinion polls put it down at 5% - pushed them in 
January into an unusually broad alliance with the 
pseudo-Trotskyist Militant Tendency in order to 
fight Coalition at the approaching party confer- 
ence in May. Their intention was to appeal to the 
trade union leaders for support in breaking Coal- 
ition through resolutions at the conference. How- 
ever, without any plan for organising real strug- 
gle against Coalition amongst workers, such a 
'strategy' could not work. In the event, the all- 
iance did not survive its own launching. The 
"left" failed to turn up to its first press conf- 
erence, leaving Militant in the lurch, This was no 
doubt in part due to the sham leftism of some of 
them, and to the pressure of anti-Trotskyist sec- 
tarianism on the part of Eurocommunist refugees in 
Labour from the CP. 

At this point the Labour Party suddenly struck 
a "progressive" posture in order to rally its 
support and to rally the sentiment of its own 
ranks once more around its parliamentary leaders - 
on the issues of contraception and the proposed 
"National Development Corporation". 

Labour's championing of the Bill to allow 
contraceptives to non-marrieds over 18 proved a 
significant and effective manoeuvre against the 
anti-Coalitionists, This minor social reform 
became the focus for a minor victory also over 
clerical reaction in that the Bishops were faced 
down on the issue, It also set the stage for 
Spring & Co. to play up pro-divorce rhetoric for 
Labour's electoral advantage. As Spring grabbed 
hold of these lifelines, however, the prostration 
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of the lefts and Militant was all too obvious. 
They attempted no mobilisations to make the Bill 
remove all restrictions on contraception. They 
rowed in completely behind Spring - and they 
refused to fight for expulsion from the Party and 
union of deputies Ryan and Prendergast, both ITGWU 
officials, who treacherously took the side of the 
Bishops against the policy of both Party and 
Union. On the other issue, the Fine Gael concess- 
ion to its Labour partner of the framework for a 
"National Development Corporation" was simply 
throwing a bone to the trade union leaders. The 
NDC is to have little capital, and any successful 
undertakings by it are to be open to privatisa- 
tion. 

THE BATTLE IN THE UNIONS 

In the muted polemics between Labour and union 
leaders, Spring reminded the ITGWU's John Carroll 
that the union leader needed the Party far more 
than the party needed his Union's support, both as 
a benefactor in terms of discretionary public 
appointments and as an ally against the growing 
influence of the stalinist Workers Party officials 
in the union, Spring's barbs give a faithful 
picture of the relation between the two groups of 
venal parasites, parliamentary and trade union, 
who stand on the neck of the working class move- 
ment. However, contrary to Spring's insinuations, 
Labour does need the legitimacy provided by the 
formal trade union link, just as the Party is 
important to the union leaders in diverting 
pressure from below for direct political action. 

The more ruthless Kirwan-Carroll wing of the 
ITGWU bureaucracy was actively attempting to con- 
centrate more and more power in its hands at the 
expense of the rank and file, weakening or sacking 
"popular" officials such as Kane and Clancy, and 
aiming to contain the Workers Party fraction. But 
their scandalous methods - including refusing 
equal pay to female staff of the union and threa- 
tening redundancies - engendered angry and bitter 
feelings. The Workers Party supporters allied with 
Communist Party supporters to oppose Carroll and 
Kirwan, striking a pact in the union to oppose 
Carroll's attempt to hold a referendum on Labour. 
WP's project of capturing bureaucratic influence 
in the union was under severe threat. Even their 
usual access to ITGWU's Liberty Hall for WP's 
conference was denied. WP figure and ITGWU offi- 
cial Des Geraghty, in a remarkable rhetorical 
flourish at the WP conference, was driven to 
openly attack the "conservative trade union lead- 
ers" and to call for them to be "replaced" (!) - 
an unprecedented attack from a party that has 
repeatedly and shamelessly taken the side of those 
same union leaders against rank and file democracy 
and against the struggles of the rank and file, 


TRUCE 


Against this background, exactly as predicted 
in the last issue of Class Struggle, Carroll, 
Kirwan & Co. used the long delay before their 
disaffiliation plebiscite to reach an accomodation 
with Spring & Co. In the end the union leaders 
acted to protect Labour's hide rather more than 
Spring conceded to them. The union leaders were 
happy to grab at the chimerical National Develop- 
ment Corporation rather than risk opening up 
struggle against a government and a system threa- 
tened with new crises in an imperialist world 
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economy where Britain and Ireland had abysmally 
failed to follow the US upturn and where that 
upturn itself was now seen to falter. 

The nub of the compromise was the agreement by 
Labour's council - inclusive of Carroll and Spring 
and "honest broker" Michael D. Higgins - that 
there would be no review of Coalition by the 
Annual Delegate Conference, that a "commission" 
with "balanced" composition would privately review 
electoral "strategy" and report to the Party. It 
is a remarkable proof of the deepening degenera- 
tion of the Militant Tendency into unadulterated 
reformist practice that they too were counted in 
the publicly announced UNANIMOUS agreement on this 
proposal, No amount of lying or double talk can 
disguise the bare truth. Militant's Joe Higgins, 
when challenged by the IWG at their Labour Conf- 
erence fringe meeting, offered no defence or 
self-criticism but made the lying claim that these 
facts were merely the reportage of the bourgeois 
media! 

THE MAY LABOUR CONFERENCE 


Efforts by the left to suspend standing orders 
and get a discussion of Coalition were bureaucra- 
tically contained by the Party machine at the Cork 
eonference. A motion to have the proposed 
"commission" mandated to report to a Delegate 
Conference in the autumn ultimately became the 
only major focus for the anti-Coalition battle. 

With masterly contempt for the spineless left, the 
treacherous John Carroll mounted the rostrum to 
throw his weight behind the Party leadership, 
dredging up every last mind-numbing cliche about 
the "impracticability" of such a conference for 
important people such as himself who would be 
busily engaged in negotiationg for workers’ inte- 
rests with Government ministers throughout the 
autumn, It was Carroll who thus rallied a narrow 
majority for Spring & Co. The Labour Leader was 
not mean in his appreciation. John Carroll became 
one of the few re-appointed members of the new RTE 
Authority where, no doubt, he will loyally observe 


the rules of business secrecy while sections of 
broadeasting are handed over to private capital- 
ists, cut-backs inflicted on state employees and 
services, and censorship of Republicans continued. 
In the weeks after the Labour Conference, the 
annual conferences of two of the three biggest 
unions voted to maintain the affiliations with 
Labour - the Federated Workers Union of Ireland 
with 50,000 and the ITGWU with 130,000. At the 
first, the slightly less bureaucratic FWUI allowed 
a free-ranging debate on a motion to disaffiliate 





- with delegates restricted to three-minute 
speeches! 

The FWUI bureacrats' machinery ensured, 
however, that a much more important motion for a 
special union conference exclusively on the whole 
question of the relationship with the Party was 
silently "withdrawn", An ING member spoke against 
the motion for simple disaffiliation, warning that 
it risked destroying the formal recognition in the 
unions of the legitimacy of class politics embod- 
ied historically in the Labour affiliation; that 
it was the union leaders who insulated Labour from 
the demands and needs of the rank and file and 
that their refusal to mobilise even a single 
official demonstration against Coalition gave the 
lie to all their claimed opposition to Coalition; 
that the rank and file must democratically formu- 
late their needs and fight to make the unions 
IMPOSE their demands on Labour. The policies of 
Labour, he said, had never in its whole history, 
even at its most "left" periods, represented the 
real needs of the working class. 

In particular the IWG speaker attacked the 
position of the union general secretary William 
Attley, recorded in the report of the 1984 conf- 
erence, which equated the attempt to impose work- 
ers' demands on Labour with the practice of the 
capitalists who use their power and wealth to 
secretly buy parliamentary deputies. As against 
Attley's wretched argument, the unions had the 
right and the need to openly -use every means at 
our disposal - moral, political and organisational 
-~ to ENFORCE our will on a Party which exists only 
by the say-so of the working class movement. 

Attley, replying to the debate, hypocritically 
pledged that he would be the first to call for 
disaffiliation when there was no longer any poss- 
ibility of getting Labour to argue for its poli- 
cies. He and other defenders of Labour had no 
quarrel with the Party's policies, only the invo- 
lvement of its present leaders in Coalition. Yet 
again he trotted out the "honourable" Frank 
Cluskey as the conscience of Labour, the same 
Cluskey who helped stop any Labour Conference 
debate on the Coalition which he continues to 
support from the shadows of the back bench! 

After the disaffiliation motion had been easily 
defeated - but with marked unenthusiasm - by the 
FWUI conference, there were only minor issues left 
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on which to pin down the sham anti-Coalitionism of 
the platform. Attley & Co. pulled out all the 
stops to delete a call that "monies from the pol- 
itical fund should not be granted to any prospec- 
tive candidate who supports Coalition with Fine 
Gael", The IWG speaker argued that their attempt 
to delete this small concrete move against Coali- 
tion showed how the union leaders covered for 
Labour's treachery; the deletion had to be oppos- 
ed. For once the Conference rallied against the 
top-heavy platform. But with all the advantages of 
a confused and questionable voting system the 
bureauecrat-President of the conference, Garry, 
declared a tie of 124 for and 124 against and used 
a casting vote to carry the deletion of the 
anti-Coalition measure. 

Finally, an attempt by sacked Irish Shipping 
members to carpet the Labour deputies who voted to 
liquidate the company, deputies who are union 
members, was gutted of its call for the union to 
ACT on the findings of a proposed disciplinary 
inquiry! | 
This was achieved by the No. 15 Branch agreeing 
to delete the key phrase from its motion, at the 
instigation of its two delegation 'whips', one of 
them a member of Militant Tendency. 


THE ITGWU CONFERENCE 


A week later the ITGWU conference cancelled its 
leaders' plebiscite on disaffiliation from Labour. 
By dictat of bureaucrat Kirwan, it had been for- 
bidden to table motions on political alternatives! 
Any chance of spelling out positive fighting dem- 
ands on Labour was blocked. The union bosses had 
it both ways - an utterly docile conference where 
they got off the hook of ACTION against Labour in 
Coalition, and yet could claim to have been the 
ones prepared to "express" workers' anger against 
Labour through a referendum on disaffiliation. To 
top it off, they could afford the luxury of jibing 
at WP's Geraghty about his call to "replace the 
union leaders". They called into question the 
commitment of this official to the trade union 
movement. In doing so, ironically, they merely 
echoed the jibes that the Workers Party itself has 
shamelessly used down the years against all who 
have fought to build a rank and file movement that 
would actually be capable of replacing the trea- 
echerous bureaucracy! | 
A FIGHTING ALTERNATIVE 

It is precisely the goal of building a rank 

and file movement against the capitalist offensive 


that is the key tactic in smashing the twin obst- 


acles of trade union officialdom and Labour Party, 
the partners of the bourgeoisie in class collabo- 
ration, the reformist enemy within the working 
class movement. ONLY the fight for this goal 
begins to grapple with the concrete problems of 
MAKING the official leaderships fight, and of 
ACTUALLY replacing them when they - inevitably - 
refuse to break completely from their privileged 
role as reformist brokers with capitalism. 

Without putting at the centre of all our 
tactics the fight for direct action and INDEPEND- 
ENT organisation of the rank and file (independent 
of control by unrecallable leaders) THERE IS NO 
WAY to drive home the campaign to break the offi- 
cial leaders from class collaboration. No amount 
of appeals, no debate in party or union or cong- 
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ress or trades councils, and no number of resolu- 7 
tions - even if carried! - can break the hold of 

the bureaucratic machinery of these LIEUTENANTS of 
the bourgeoisie in the working class. 

Equally, on the other side, no amount of left- 
wing cheerleading of ISOLATED SECTIONAL struggle, 
no degree of dedication to the routine of trade 
union work, and no intensity of anger against the 
cynical parasites and their functionaries who 
monopolise the power of our organisations can ever 
be a basis for breaking the masses from reformism 
and apolitical syndicalism. It is INDISPENSABLE 


for militants to spell out the platform and per- 
spectives for any rank and file movement, and to 
FIGHT to build it FROM THE START, around clear 
POLITICAL answers to the most pressing needs of 
the class. 

This NECESSARILY entails the rank and file 
placing demands on the official leaders and making 
them fight to force Labour out of Coalition and 
onto the road of struggle. Without that demand on 
the banners of every key struggle the best milit- 
ants will never be broken from apolitical syndi- 
calism and populist nationalism. It is these 
traditions among Irish workers that blind 
them to the need for a genuine fighting party of 
conscious class struggle against capitalism - a 
revolutionary communist party. 

From the outset militants must propose forms 
of organisation for maximum unity in ACTION. They 
must spell out CLASS-WIDE action goals in relation 
to closures, wages, unemployment, repression, 
democratic rights and the question of government, 
goals that clearly recognise the OBJECTIVE NEEDS 
of the working class if it is to effectively def- 
end itself against the capitalist class, militants 
must fight to develop in the direction of these 
zoals every partial and immediate act of resist- 
ance, no matter how limited. — : 


** For occupations and political strikes to win 
nationalisation without compensation and under 
workers control of all companies threatening — 
closure 








-International socialism. 


** For full compensation for inflation in all 
take-home wages and welfare benefits and for 
steeply progressive taxes on wealth and capital. 


**F or mobilisation in workplaces and communities 
to stop the cuts! Cancel the foreign debt! Cancel 
"security" spending. 

**For state schemes of useful- work under union 
control and union rates of pay to employ the 
jobless, 

**For defiance of all police and court action 
against strikes, occupations or demonstrations. 
For picket defence squads, For an end to repress- 


_ive laws and non-jury courts. Disband the Special 


Branch, 

**For equal pay and equal opportunity and full 
legal equality for women; for access on demand to 
contraception, divorce and abortion; for the 
building of a working-class women's movement, 
sringing under its lead all progressive struggles 

of women, Get the church out of the hospitals and 
schools, 

**For mobilisation of the working class organisa- 
ilons on a 32-County basis to end all discrimina- 
‘ion against the nationalist population in the Six 
‘counties; for British Troops Out Now; disarm ‘and 
‘iisband the RUC and UDR; end all emergency legis- 
iation and Diplock Courts; defend Republican 
iighters; release Republican prisoners, 


**Force Labour out of Coalition. Open up the road 
of STRUGGLE for a genuine Workers (and small 
farmers) Government to stand over every gain of 
the masses, 

In the fight for mass united-front action by 
workers for any genuine part of such a defensive 
platform of struggle, the task of revolutionaries 
is at all times to make independent propaganda for 
the action-programme as a whole. They must openly 
spell out the steps that can link such defensive 
struggle to the conscious goal of smashing the 
capitalist system - expropriating its owners, 
defeating their parties, replacing their govern- 
ments, and smashing all the coercive apparatus of 
both states North and South, replacing them with a 
secular state of Workers Councils as a step to 








ELECTORAL TACTICS 


As a Marxist group committed to this perspec- 
tive, aiming to regroup the best militants of the 
left into the nucleus of a revolutionary party in 
the tradition of Lenin and Trotsky, we openly do 
battle against the politics of all who falsely 
pose as alternatives to the present treacherous 


leadership. Therefore, in the 26-County local 
elections in June, because of the absence of any 
revolutionary communist candidate, the IWG opposed 
the call to "vote left". This call by the centrist 
pseudo-Trotskyist groups merely created illusions 

in stalinist reformism, centrism or petty-bour- 

geois Republicanism as "alternatives" for the 

Irish working class. 

(In the North, as in previous elections there, 
the May local elections were in effect a plebi- 
scite on the legitimacy of that state. This obli- 
ged revolutionaries, lacking candidates of our 
own, to give critical support to Sinn Fein as the 
only means of solidarising with the mass revolt 
against the Six County state, of which they remain 
as yet the uncontested leaders. This stand by the 
IWG is in the context of consistently arguing the 
need for working class militants to put Sinn Fein 
to the test in struggle.) 

In the south, the task of breaking workers 
from illusions in Fianna Fail's bourgeois popul- 
ism, and from apolitics:! syndicalism, makes it 
vital to call for workers to stand with their own 
class and vote against the capitalist parties. 
Workers must be won to EQUALLY reject the politics 
of WP, SF, CP and of the Labour Party! The only 
way, however, in elections, to stand WITH the 
elass and AGAINST the capitalist parties is to 
vote Labour without illusions, however bitter a 
taste that leaves. That is, to vote Labout NOT for 
its polities but as an unavoidable condition of 
mobilising the working class to smash this refor- 
mist official. party of the movement, and of smash- 
ing the trade union bureaucracy that protects it. 
The only support entailed for Labour is that of 
the hangman's rope. | 

As against the Militant Tendency's cretinous 
illusions in Labour and its reformability, the IWG 
argues its call for such a critical-support vote 
ONLY as part of a programme for independent rank 
and file struggle. 

The centrist groups, PD, SWM and LWR, in their 
calls to “vote left" in the south as a "protest 
vote" (or even as a "lesser evil"), show“ con- 
tempt for the communist programme and merely sow © 
illusions in the false "lefts" of the petty-bour- 
geois Sinn Fein, and the stalinist reformism of 
the Workers Party or CP. If workers cast their: 
votes for WP as a protest it is a reality to be 
reckoned with by revolutionaries, not a method of 
struggle to be argued for, with all its condesc- 
ending implication that workers are incapable of 
understanding arguments against false alternat- 
ives. The result is that the centrists offer no 
tactical perspective whatever for beginning to 
smash the central reformist obstacle of the 
official class leaderships. 

Without such tactics Labour will not be 
smashed nor workers won to the building of a 
revolutionary communist mass party. 


Republicanism 
after the 
local Elections 


Whatever hopes the British and irish govern- 
ments had for the fruits of the 'new Ireland’ 
Forum and the Anglo-Irish Talks strengthening the 
hand of the constitutional bourgeois nationalist 
SDLP, the results of the local elections in the 
north have clearly destroyed them. 


Sinn Fein's achievement, against the existing 
entrenched interests in local government bodies, 
winning 59 of the 565 seats against the SDLP's 
101, with 40% of the Nationalist vote, if 

nothing else, demonstrates that there is at the 
very least no decline in the masses of anti- 
unionists prepared to back the SF-IRA programme of 
smashing the northern state. For there can be 
little doubt that the draconian "anti-personation" 
measures summarily introduced by the British gov- 
ernment to cripple the electoral showing of SF did 
have the effect of disenfranchising thousands of 
those likely to support SF, the young and the poor 
among the nationalist population. 


The presence of an impressive number of SF 
councillors, democratically elected, ensconced in 
the sober processes of bourgeois local government, 
cruelly exposes the lies of Thatcher and Fitz- 
gerald that SF and the IRA are a tiny band of mad 
dog terrorists with no public support among the 
nationalist population. Such a situation clearly 
narrows the room for manoeuvre of the SDLP and the 
southern bourgeoisie (including its Catholic 
Chureh partner). 


Increasingly these "democratic" apologists 
for imperial capitalist "law and order" are being 
forced to tailor their nationalist rhetoric to 
accomodate to the growing political successes of 
SF and the public support that it expresses. The 
Haughey-led Fianna Fail (and the Cardinal O'Fiaich 
branch of the Irish hierarchy) are well placed and 
prepared to play the role of the Irish bour- 
geoisie's "Republican" alternative if, as in the 
H-Block campaign, events in the north once more 
approach crisis and the onset of mass street 
struggle threatens to intrude into the south. 


In this context the impotence of British 
strategy on all fronts - with the IRA still able 
to combine its deadly asassination campaign 
against state forces with renewed car-bomb threats 
to the north's cities - brings intensified pres- 
sure from the enraged loyalist camp for greater 
repression against the nationalist population as 
"the sea in which the IRA swim", Within sections 
of the "law and order" Tory party and the British 
Army, such calls sound persuasive, all the more so 
as SF's electoral victories have brought about a 
united front of Ulster's two major mass loyalist 
parties -the Official and Democratic Unionists. 
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James Connolly's legacy Part ¢ 





ighting Shy 


of Religion 
-acrippling weakness 


The task which dominated the life of James 
Connolly was to win the Irish working class to the 
banner of revolutionary socialism. This required 


making the marxist programme concrete in the very 


specific conditions of an Ireland retarded and 
oppressed by British colonialism and deeply 
.exploited by landlords and capitalists, imperial- 
ist and native, an Ireland in which the catholic 
and protestant churches played a central role in 
shaping the consciousness of the masses, where 
history had subjected the relationship between 
church and state to complex twists and turns. 


It is possible to see now, from the standpoint 
of a Marxism enriched by the gains of Lenin, the 
early Comintern and Trotsky, that to root marxism 
in Ireland required a scientific understanding of 
the Irish social formation as the key to hammering 
out a programme, strategy and tactics for the 
Irish proletariat. It required the building of a 
party that was able to take up in a combined way 
the bourgeois democratic tasks inherited from the 
18th century - which after the Union fueled a 
dominant catholic nationalist consciousness - and 
the strategic task of overthrowing the capitalist 
system itself. We have seen, in the preceding 
articles of this series, that James Connolly was, 
however, unable to come to grips with 4his 
daunting challenge, 


His inability to creatively apply a consistent 
Marxist method to the Irish situation has been 
explored from several distinct angles - the flawed 
Marxism of the Second International to which he 
was originally apprenticed in Britain, his reg- 
ressions towards populism, and his highly worked 
theory of Irish history in which a timeless 
"toiling class" and a metaphysical “Irish nation" 
were seen as the subject of a thousand-year 
struggle to restore, at a higher level, the popu- 
lar democracy of an imagined pre-Norman Celtic 
communism. 


Yet one more important, and related, weakness 
in Connolly's understanding, in his propaganda and 


in his practice is the subject of this fourth 
article - his accommodation to religion. Little 
serious attention has been paid by Marxists to 
Connolly's analysis of religion, in particular his 
attitude to the catholic church in Irish society. 
Where the subject has been touched upon, the 
conclusions reached have been, with few exceptions 
(e.g. B. Ransom - "Connolly's Marxism"), uncriti- 
eal or mildly critical on certain apparently 
"esoteric" weaknesses seen to have no real impor- 
tance. Non-marxist writers have, on the other 
hand, hailed Connolly for "blending" in one way or 
another the ideas of socialism and Christianity. 

In the latter school is the extended essay "The 
Mind of an Activist - James Connolly" (Dublin 
1971, Gill & MacMillan) in which Owen Dudley 
Edwards even characterises Connolly as a 
"Christian socialist". 


The importance of analysing Connolly's position 
on religion goes beyond the general issue of his 
grasp of philosophical materialism, precisely 
because he had to address in day-to-day agitation 
and propaganda, the specific concrete features of 
a proletariat and society in which mass religious 
consciousness and ecclesiastical power were SO 
eentral. Such an analysis, therefore, also has a 
practical application in to-day's ideological 
struggle for the communist programme in Ireland 
because of the continuing centrality for social- 
ists and militant republicans of Connolly's leg- 
acy, with all its embedded confusions, and the 
continuing dominance of mass religious 
consciousness, despite growing disaffection from 
religion among youth. 


FROM CATHOLIC TO MARXIST 


An examination of Connolly's own early back- 
ground, both personal and political, reveals that 
his transition from an orthodox catholic family 
life to a commitment to socialism was in important 
respects constricted. 


Born to a catholic emigrant Irish labouring 
family in Edinburgh in 1868,-Connolly was educatec 





in a catholic school and the evidence suggests 
that, at the earliest, he stopped practising 
catholicism in the early 1890s. At the time of his 
marriage in 1892 to Lillie Reynolds, a member of 
the Church of Ireland, he wrote to her about the 
need to abide by the then relaxed "Ne Temere" 
decree of the Catholic Church which required an 
undertaking from the non-catholie partner to raise 
the children of the marriage as catholics, While 
Connolly recognised that this would involve a 
"distasteful job" for Lillie - to meet with the 
local curate - he went on to add, in a letter to 
her: 


--Surely you will not grudge speaking for a 
quarter of an hour to a priest, especially as 
the fulfillment of these promises rests with 


ourselves in the future, THOUGH I'D LIKE YOU TO 


KEEP THEM, (Levenson, p.26) 


His involvement with the socialist movement was 
deepening around this period and apparently his 
catholicism diminished in the ensuing years. This 
is evident in a letter to Matheson in 1908 in 
which he wrote: 


For myself, though I have usually posed as a 
catholic, I have not gone to my duty for 15 
years, and have not the slightest tincture of 
faith left. I only assumed the Catholic pose in 
order to quiz the raw free-thinkers, whose 
ridiculous dogmatism did and does dismay me, as 
much as the dogmatism of the Archbishop. 
(Connolly in the United States, by Reeve & Reeve 
p.242) 

The picture is not entirely clear, for following 
his return from the USA, according to the memoirs 
of his daughter Nora, he went to mass with her in 
Belfast - on one such occasion only to be vilified 
by the priest in the pulpit. Also it is virtually 
certain that Connolly accepted the last rites from 
the Capuchin, Father Aloysius, as he awaited his 
execution in Kilmainham jail on 12th May 1916. 


AS an apprentice to socialism in the 1890s 
Connolly was subject to a variety of influences. 


In the first article in this series we referred to 
the Reverend John Glasse, Connolly's tutor and a 
minister of the Chureh of Scotland. In fact 
Connolly did not adopt Glasse's "christian socia- 
list" position - that is to say, he avoided defi- 
ning socialism as the political fulfilment of 
practical christianity. In an article in The Harp,, 
in April 1909, he expressed his own position: 


Every time we approach a Catholic worker with a 
talk on "Christian Socialism" we make this a 
religious question, and on such a question, his 
religion teaches him that the clergy must say 

the last word. Why should we go out of our way 
to give the clergy the right to interfere in our 
polities, by giving a religious name to an 

economic and political movement? (Reeve & Reeve, 
p.242) 


The facet that Connolly was not a christian 
socialist does not, however, imply that his atti- 
tude to christianity, or religion generally, was 
scientific. The very ambiguity about his own per- 
sonal commitment to catholicism at different 


points in his life should itself raise a question. 
Even if we take literally his letter to Matheson 
quoted above it still begs the question regarding 
Connolly's attachment to the substance, morality 
and ethics of christianity. We know from accounts 
of his political career in Edinburgh that Connolly 
was very intolerant of any attempt to introduce 
atheist and secularist ideas into the Scottish 

Social Democratic Federation. At the 1895 winter 
meetings of the SDF, according to Ransom, Connolly 
attacked various exponents of free thought on the 
grounds that assaults on religion and "morality" 

had no place in the socialist movement. At a later 
date he would refer to atheism as an "excrescence" 
on the socialist movement. 





James and Lillie Connolly with first two children in 
Edinburgh in mid 1890s. The elder sister died in childhood. 


There is reason to doubt that Connolly was merely 
a man of his times. Irish immigrant workers were 
not at all drunk on religion! As Ransom points 
out: 


The near ghetto living conditions of the 
scottish catholic workers of Irish descent that 
we have already noted in the Lanark coalfield 
naturally gave rise to advanced labour and 
socialist ideas which were deeply anti-clerical 
and secularist in content. (Connolly & the 
Scottish Left - PhD thesis, 1975) 


We must, therefore, turn our attention firstly 
to the intellectual setting in the Scottish wing 
of the SDF, particularly its grasp of Marxism, as 
part of the task of unravelling Connolly's 
ambivalent attitude to religion. 


One of the main weaknesses of the SDF's Marxism 
was precisely the lack of a firm grasp of histor- 
ical materialism. The SDF based itself solely on 
texts dealing with the narrower ground of politi- 
cal economy. Consequently there was considerable 
confusion over the issues of religion, church and 
state, the family ete. The Scottish Socialist 
Federation - the wing in which Connolly developed 
- tended to treat ethical issues in an ahistorical 
manner. For Connolly's mentors, Haldane Smith and 
Gilray, all things "immoral" were born out of the 
“competitive Nazareth" of capitalism itself and 





the SSF merely insisted in its own ranks on a 
commitment to "Truth, Justice and Morality". From 
this point of view, morality was defined in abso- 
lute and ultimately subjective-idealist terms 
instead of historically. The concept of material- 
ism, for Connolly's mentors, was often understood 
in the pejorative sense - i.e. as greed, lust 

etc., and the concept of morality was set against 
it. 


In the 1840s Marx and Engels had originally 
defined their revolutionary communist position 
against just such abstract appeals to eternal 
moral standards as these. In the Anti-Duhring 
written in the mid 1870s Engels reaffirmed their 
historical materialist view that no such eternal 
and ahistorical standards exist. Marxists recog- 
nise that men's ideas reflect their social and 
economic circumstances and therefore that morali- 
ties rise and fall in accordance with class 
interests, 


This was not a harmless error on the part of the 
Seottish Socialist Federation, for the task of 
communists is to develop a programme which arms 
workers with concrete and practical methods of 
fighting for their class interests in the many and 
various situations in which workers potentially 
come into conflict with the bourgeoisie. Those who 
accept the falsehood that socialism expresses 
abstract general ethical laws rather than the 
interests of the working class are immediately 
vulnerable to the ethical norms established by the 
bourgeoisie, and to the preaching of the clergy 
which supports these norms with "eternal" truths 
about God's will, social peace, respect for esta- 
blished authority and other-worldly justice. The 
SSF outlook thus embodied a potentially crippling 
weakness, 


In the same period as Connolly was subject to 
this influence the leaders of the SDF, in partic- 
ular Belfort Bax, were involved in controversy 
about the range and application of Marx's method 
of historical materialism. In an interesting 
parallel with the Edinburgh socialists, Bax 
believed that historical materialism as a method 
could not comprehend and explain the interaction 
of the economic basis of society with all the 
social, political, ideological and intellectual 
superstructures. 


But Bax was wrong to ignore that Marxist 
historical materialism specifically understood the 
reciprocal effects of culture and ideolog¥ in the 
total movement of historical forces. Marx and 
Engels did allow for this but regarded such 
effects as ultimately subordinate to the 
underlying material conditions. Furthermore, for 
Marx and Engels, even cultural, artistic and 
religious phenomena have complex roots in material 
conditions of human existence in the broadest 
sense, that is, not merely in the immediate 
economic conditions in the narrow sense. 


Bax rejected the crude economic reductionism, 
present in the Second International, which denied 
that politics, religion, culture (the 'super- 
structural' factors) had any reciprocal influence 
on the material economic reality (the 'base'). H- 
owever, he did not accept that the supererstruc- 
tural factors themselves were ultimately deter- 


12 mined by the base: 


'T allow fully that the peculiar FORM of a 
movement, be it intellectual, ethical or 
artistic, is determined by the material 
eonditions of the society in which it asserts 
itself, but it will also be EQUALLY determined 
by the psychological elements and tendencies 
from which it is produced." (Our emphasis) 
The logie of this position is that irreducible 
or unpredictable psychological factors have played 
a role in history on a par with the development of 
the forces of production and independent of them. 
This is a dualist position. Thus whole areas of 
social psychology are not accessible to material- 
ist analysis and critique. Moreover, the spheres 
of culture and religion do not have material 
foundations in the history and development of 
class society. Thus it is also an idealist 
position. 


This eclecticism is echoed in certain assump- 
tions of Connolly. For him religion was "unknow- 
able" and outside the legitimate interest of 
socialism and Marxism, The latter, he argued, were 
concerned with the facts of economic life in a 
limited sense. Religion was, for him, a separate 
matter, essentially neutral in the class struggle. : 
Thus in 1901, in The New Evangel, Connolly argued, 
clearly implying that socialists do not make 
criticisms of religion or its advocates: 

Socialism, as a party, bases itself upon its 
knowledge of facts, of economic truths, and 
leaves the building up of religious ideals or 
faiths to the outside public... (p.31, New Books 
edition, 1972) 


Such a position, we believe, is fundamentally 
wrong and proved to be a crucial weakness in the 
Connolly's political career. Marxists do not. 
exclude any forms of social consciousness from the 
range of their analysis and, as far as religion is 
concerned, cannot allord to be in the least 
indifferent. Marx frequently exposed religion to 
criticism because it was a shroud of illusions by 
means of which the oppressed masses learned to 
accept their social condition as a natural dest- 
iny, the will of God, etc. To "pluck the religious 
flowers from the chains of oppression" was the 
first step toward revealing the chains themselves 
and hence toward consciously breaking them! 
Connolly, as we shall see, was clearly outside 
that tradition. 


CONNNOLLY & MATERIALISM 


One of the difficulties about Connolly is the 
use he made of terminology often used by Marx and 
Engels to distinguish between themselves and 
purely anti-religious atheists and and freethin- 
kers. However, the root of the confusion is that 
when Marx and Engels referred to vulgar material- 
ists they meant people who had not fully developed 
their materialism; that they remained incapable of 
applying the method to society and social 
consciousness as it develops historically, and 
that consequently they generally regressed into 
forms of idealism, eclecticism or agnosticism. 
Connolly, by contrast, attacked "vulgar material- 
ists" for going too far! In his view, scientific 








socialists "neither affirm nor deny" religious 
beliefs. This amounted to an agnostic position at 
the very best, but in practice, in spite of 
Connolly's wish to steer clear of religious con- 
troversy, he was forced time and again to express 
Some view on the matter. As early as 1895 in 
Scotland he took up the cudgels against any spea- 
kers who defended free thought (or "free love") at 
SDF gatherings. Later in the USA he had to do so 
again against De Leon and subsequently he never 
could escape debate on the subject. 


The dominant theme in Connolly's writings on 
religion is, on the one hand, the refusal to 
recognise religion as an expression of class 
society - its "inverted world consciousness" 
(Marx), and on the adamant assertion that atheism 
and materialism are the expression of the capita- 
list class alone. Hence he always attempted to 
distance socialism from atheistic materialism and 
to fight shy of any criticism of religion. This 
position included rejection of the 18th-century 
French materialists. The following extract, from 
1908, is typical of this deeply unscientific 
position: 

To the free-thinkers and rebels of those days 

(of the French Revolution - CS) and the profes- 

sional free-thinkers of today have not advanced 

much beyond that mental stage - God and the 

Church were nothing more than the schemes of a 

designing priesthood intent on enslaving and 

robbing the credulous masses ... That many 
otherwise excellent comrades have brought such 
ideas over into the’ camp of socialism is also 
undeniable. But that they are also held by an 
even preater number of enemies of socialism is 
truer still. And it is in truth in the camp of 
the enemy such ideas belong, such ideas are the 
legitimate children of the teachings of individ- 
ualism and their first progenitors both in 

England and France were also the first great 

exponents of the capitalist doctrines of free 

trade, free competition and free labour. (Roman 

Catholicism & Socialism - in the Workers 

Republic collection, 1951, p.58) 

This is a grossly erroneous formulation on 
the question of materialism's history and yet 
another expression of Connolly's failure to und- 
erstand roundly the progressive character of the 
bourgeois revolution. It is completely at odds 
with the sentiments expressed by Engels in his 
1892 introduction to "Socialism Utopian and 
Scientific", where he wrote: 

About the middle of this century, what struck 

every cultivated observer ... was what he was 

bound to consider the religious bigotry and 
stupidity of the English respectable middle 

class. We at the time were all materialists, or 

at least advanced free-thinkers,. ... In order to 

find people who dared to use their own intellec- 
tual faculties with regard to religious matters, 
you had to go amongst the uneducated, the "great 
unwashed" as they were called, the working 
people, especially the Owenite socialists". 

(Anti-Duhring, Peking edition p.430, 1976) 
Behind these different observations lies a funda- 
mental difference of method and analysis. Connolly 
claimed that the capitalists brought atheism and 
irreligion forward as the means of stamping the 
hallmark of capitalism on the oppressed and 
exploited classes of capitalism. In fact the 


bourgeoisie opposed the church and religion in a 
wholly progressive struggle to bring down feuda- 
lism which was crowned with religion and under 
which the church was the dominant landowner and 
controller of economie and political life. The 

rise of bourgeois manufacture and trade also 
forced the progress of science beyond the flat- 
earth obscurantism of the church and the narrow 
provincial oppression it sanctified, 


—— 





Jean Jaques Rousseau (1712-78) 
French Enlightenment thinker. 





Historically, Connolly's account of religion 
and the bourgeois revolution runs counter to the 
facts. A serious study of the real social and 
revolutionary struggles that underlay the 16th- 


century German Reformation and the rise of Calv- 
inism in Holland and Britain, and the 18th-century 
French revolutionary attack on religion, shows 
that at the very moments when these bourgeois 
revolutionary struggles appeared to mobilise from 
below a threat to the bourgeoisie themselves, this 
class sought compromises with the chureh and 
religion. Even in the Great French Revolution, 
bourgeois materialism and deism gave way to the 
restoration of religion when the Revolution was 
brought to a halt by the bourgeoisie. The reason 
is summed up in the cynical words of Napoleon 
Bonaparte: 
There can be no society without inequality of 
wealth, and inequality cannot exist without 
religion. When someone is dying of hunger while 
the next man has more than he ean eat, there is 
no way he can accept the difference unless there 


is an authority there to tell him: "it is God's 

will; there must be rich and poor in the world. 

But after this, and for all eternity, things 

will be divided differently." (Quoted in 

D.Guerin - Class Struggle in the First French 

Republic, Pluto 1977, p.43) 

Here, too, lies much of the explanation for the 
regression to religious stupidity in 19th century 
English bourgeois thought, something which was all 
the more significant for Engels since he and Marx 
appreciated that the progenitors of modern mater- 
ialism - Bacon (1561-1626), Hobbes (1588-1679) and 
Loeke (1632-1704) - were all English. Precisely 
the consolidation of capitalism required the 


enlistment of religion against the threats of "the 





great unwashed", Moreover, Engels, far from shar- 
ing Connolly's dismissal of the French material- 
ists, referred to them as "that brilliant school 

of French materialists who made the 18th century 
... @ pre-eminently French century, even before 
the French Revolution" (Anti-Duhring, p.430). As 
Materialists they were historically progressive in 
the 18th century Enlightenment struggle against 
religion, in which they gave a lead to the whole 
world, | 


Connolly's hostility towards atheism is, there- 
fore, a product of his own failure to become a 
genuinely Marxist materialist, and internally 
connected with this - indeed at the bottom of it - 
his failure to fully break out of his original 
eatholicism. His views on Henry Grattan, Irish 
bourgeois reformist, are an example: 

"It will be seen that Mr. Grattan was the ideal 

capitalist statesman; his spirit was the spirit 

of the bourgeoisie incarnate. He eared more for 

the interests of property than for human rights 

or for the supremacy of any religion. 

"His early bent in that direction is seen in a 

letter he sent to his friend, a Mr. Broome, 

dated November 3, 1767, and reproduced by his 
son in his edition of the life and speeches of 

his father. The letter shows the eminently res- 
pectable anti-revolutionary, religious Mr. Henry 

Grattan to have been at heart, a free-thinker, 

free-lover, and epicurean philosopher, who had 

early understood the wisdom of not allowing 
these opinions to be known to the common multi- 
tude whom he aspired to govern. We extract:- 

"You and I, in this as in most other things, 

perfectly agree; we think marriage is an arti- 

ficial, not a natural institution, and imagine 
women too frail a bark for so long and tempest- 
uous a voyage as that of life ... I have become 
an epicurean philosopher; consider this world as 
our 'ne plus ultra', and happiness as our great 
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object in it ... Such a subject is too extensive 
and too dangerous for a letter; in our privacy 
we shall dwell upon it more copiously". (Labour 
in Irish History, Ch. 6, in "Labour In Ireland" 
collection, p.55.) 
Connolly's attitude to "free thought" was that, 
like "free love", it merely expressed the 
destruction of morality by capitalism, morality 
which he viewed in abstraction from its class 
basis. 


CONNOLLY'S "MATERIAL" BASIS OF RELIGION 


For the most part, Connolly sought to avoid any 
discussion of religion in the party on the grounds 
that religion was concerned with the unknown and 
the unknowable. Thus, in 1901, he wrote: 

The Socialist Party of Ireland prohibits the 

discussion of theological or anti-theological 

questions at its meetings, public or private ... 

They as a party neither affirm or deny these 

things (religious beliefs - CS) but leave it to 

the individual conscience of each member to 

determine what beliefs on such questions they 

shall hold... | 
This is the main reason why socialists fight shy 
of theological dogmas and religions generally: 
because we feel that socialism is based upon a 
series of facts requiring only unassisted human 
reason to grasp and master all their details, 
whereas religion of every kind is admittedly 
based upon "faith" in the occurrence in past 
ages of a series of phenomena inexplicable by 
any process of mere human reason, (The New 
Evangel, p29-30) 


The implication of these statements is that 
religion is of no consequence to the struggle for 
socialism. The only sense in which one could 
attempt to uphold such a view would be by arguing 
that religion is class-neutral, like natural 
material phenomena. Connolly, in one of the few 
places where he ever attempted to ascribe any 
material or historical foundations to religion, 
expressed precisely this view. 


Reviewing the pamphlet "Roman Catholicism and 
Socialism" by one of his Irish-American and cath- 
olic comrades, Patrick J. Cooney, Connolly in 1908 
argued that religion is merely the means whereby 
humanity struggled to express its understanding of 
the NATURAL world: 

In the light of this modern conception 

(historical materialism - CS) of the conditions 

of historical progress, religion appears as the 

outcome of the efforts of mankind to interpret 

the workings of the forces of nature, and to 
translate its’ phenomena into terms of a language 
which could be understood. 


Quoting from the pamphlet under review, he 

continued: . 
The point to be noted is this: "The different 
stages of development of the human mind in its 
attitude towards the forces of nature created 
different priesthoods to interpret them, and the 
mental conceptions of mankind as interpreted by 
those priesthoods became, when systematised, 
Religion. Religions are simply expressions of 
the human conception of the natural world; these 
religions have created the priesthoods, Only he 





Ye 


who stands upon the individualistic conceptions 
of history can logically claim that priesthoods 
created religion. Modern historical science 
utterly rejects the idea as absurd", (W.R. 
collection, p.58) 


In this analysis, one of the few places in 
which he attempted to give a "materialist" expla- 
nation of religion, Connolly overlooks the prin- 
cipal component of a Marxist analysis - namely the 
social, CLASS roots of the inverted social consc- 
iousness of religion. At most, Connolly's argument 
puts religion down to the undeveloped state of 
human consciousness, the "pre-scientific" age of 
human thinking, This is at odds with Marx's own 
analysis and is, in fact, close to the position of 
Feuerbach, whom Marx criticised in the 1840s as 
part of the process of elaborating the materialist 
conception of history. Feuerbach remained eclec- 
tic, combining elements of materialist atheism 
with a fixed idea of human reason - all in abst- 
raction from the history of class societies and 
their modes of production, Moreover, whereas 
Feuerbach at least identified the need to confront 
and do battle with the illusions of religion 
because it persistently robbed humanity of its own 
motivation and its aspiration to master nature, 
Connolly failed to see this characteristic of 
religion, He contented himself with the "economic" 
arguments of marxism and identified clearly, as 
the class enemy, only the capitalist as employer. 
Religion and its institutions he believed to have 
no essential bearing on this matter and he consi- 
dered any attempt to bring the subject of religion 
into socialist debate and criticism to be "an 
impertinence" and an "absurdity". This was an 
expression of economism on the theoretical level - 
the attempt to steer clear of "noneconomic" issues 
as though they were inessential in the class 
struggle. 


Marx, in contrast to this narrow focus on ~ 
immediate economic facts, recognised the impli- 
cations of social revolution for religion. In the 


development of historical materialism in the 1840s 
Marx and Engels overtook the critics of religion 
of the time - the Bauers, Feuerbach and others. In 
doing so they did not abandon the criticism of 
religion but, having taken it as their starting 
point, they proceeded to put it on a scientific 
footing. They did this by criticising and outlin- 
ing a programme for overthrowing, the very fqund- 
ations of religious obscurantism - class society 

and exploitation. The following quote from Marx's 
1844 Introduction to his critique of Hegel's phi- 
losophy of the state captures the thrust of the 
argument: 


The basis of irreligious criticism is: MAN MAKES 
RELIGION, religion does not make man, Religion 
is the self-consciousness and self esteem of man 
who has either not yet found himself or has 
already lost himself again. But MAN is no 
abstract being encamped outside this world. Man 
is THE WORLD OF MAN, the state, society. This 
State, this society produce religion, an INVER- 
TED WORLD CONSCIOUSNESS because they are an 
INVERTED WORLD. Religion is the general theory 
of that world, its encyclopaedic compendium, its 
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POINT D'HONNEUR, its enthusiasm, its moral 
sanction, its solemn complement, its universal 
source of consolation and justification ... The 
struggle against religion is therefore indir- 

ectly a fight against the world of which reli- 
gion is the spiritual AROMA. (Marx & Engels on 
Religion, Progress, p.38) 


By "inverted world" Marx meant the world creat- 
ed by a society the real nature of which is 
exploitation of the masses by a ruling class, On 
THIS foundation rests the division of labour 
WITHIN the ruling class between its practical 
exploiters and its ideologists whose world view - 
religion and ideology - sanctifies the existing 
social order. In another seathing reference to 
religion Marx argued that the role of the clergy 
was to make out that the ROOTS of oppression were 
NOT the social mode of production but merely a 
consequence of external nature. That is why the 
major mass religions promise a “hereafter" - an 
imagined world of justice to justify acceptance of 
the existing social order and which thus acts as a 
lightening conductor for the anger of the 
oppressed and exploited. 


In various analyses of Connolly and religion, 
especially that of Reeve & Reeve (1977), it has 
been argued that his position closely paralleled 
that of Marx, Engels and Lenin in adopting a 
"sensitive" approach to the religious beliefs of 
the masses - the peasantry and the proletariat. 
However, their sensitiveness was rooted in conc- 
rete, historical, materialism; they defended 
atheistic propaganda as an ESSENTIAL element of 
party work. 








é 





Vladimir Lenin (1870-1924) 


Lenin quite rightly attacked those who contemp- 
tuously dismissed the religious superstitions of 
peasants and workers as mere backwardness, but not 
because he was indifferent to such illusions, 
Rather, he argued, consistently on the basis of 





Marx and Engel's position, that, since class 
oppression was the most important source of reli- 
gion among the masses - the "sigh of the oppressed 
ereature" in Marx's words - therefore the class 
struggle would, by revealing the active power of 
the mobilised workers and peasants to themselves, 
contribute profoundly to ending the thrall of 
religion. In this light anti-religious propaganda 
had to be subordinated to the concrete tasks and 
goals of socialism. But was this to say that gen- 
eral anti-religious propaganda was ruled out? 
Lenin answered this question unequivocally: 

Does this mean that educational books against 

religion are harmful and unnecessary? No, 

nothing of the kind, It means that Social 

Democracy's atheist propaganda must be 

SUBORDINATED to its basic task - the development 

of the class struggle of the exploited MASSES 

against the exploiters. (Lein on Religion, 

Progress, p.22) 

This conclusion is plainly at odds with Conn- 
olly's ban on party members propagating atheism or 
even bringing any discussion of it into the party. 
The roots of this contrasting approach to propag- 
anda lie in opposed analyses of the roots of 
religion. Lenin, in criticising "bourgeois prog- 
ressists" and "radicals" and "bourgeois material- 
ists", did not suggest that they went too far. On 
the contrary, in suggesting that “the ignorance of 
the people" was the basis of religion these 
critics, argued Lenin, were locked into a 
superficial and ultimately idealist view: 

It does not explain the roots of religion 

profoundly enough; it explains them, not in a 

materialist but in an idealist way. In modern 

capitalist countries these roots are mainly 

SOCIAL ... the socially downtrodden condition of 

the working masses and their apparently complete 

helplessness in the face of the blind forces of 

capitalism... (p.21) 

It is this SOCIAL basis that was omitted in 
Connolly's attempt to give any "materialist" 
aceount of religion. Yet this is the very key to 
the Marxist critique of bourgeois free-thinkers 
and bald atheists. Connolly's attacks on them 
amounted to nought because he continued to view 
religion as class-neutral. 


CONNOLLY AND THE ERFURT PROGRAMME 


Whenever Connolly tried to defend the ban in 
the socialist party on any discussion of religion, 
he claimed that he was consistent with the Marxist 
orthodoxy of the Second International. 


2 
'This is in conformity with the practice of the 
chief socialist parties of the world, which have 
frequently, in Germany for example, declared 
Religion to be a private matter, and outside the 
scope of socialist action. (New Evangel, 1901. 
p.30) 


Connolly here reproduces the opportunist pos- 
ture to which the 1891 Erfurt Programme of the 
German Social-Democratie Party (SPD) so easily 
lends itself. This programme stated that "religion 
is a private matter", It did not explicitly say 
that it was therefore "outside the scope of 
socialist action", Even in its original form, and 
in spite of the fact that it was written against 
the background of Bismarck's "war on religion" - 
the Kulturkampf - Engels was unhappy that it was 


open to opportunist interpretation. As Lenin 
wrote: 

This point in the Erfurt Programme has come to 

be interpreted as meaning that we Social-Demo- 

erats, our Party, CONSIDER religion to be a 

private matter, that religion is a private 

matter for us Social-Democrats, for us as a 

party. Without entering into a direct contro- 

versy with this opportunist view, Engels in the 
nineties deemed it necessary to oppose it reso- 
lutely in a positive, and not a polemical form. 

To wit: Engels did this in the form of a state- 

ment, which he deliberately underlined, that 

Social Democrats regard religion as a private 

matter IN RELATION TO THE STATE, but not in 

relation to themselves, not in relation to 

Marxism, and not in relation to the workers' 

party. (Lenin on Religion, p.20) 

Quite plainly, Connolly took exactly the oppos- 
ite position in pressing the view that the party 
must "fight shy" of disputes with religion, The 
political implications of this are profound, The 
position itself follows directly from a failure to 
appropriate what was distinct and progressive in 
the bourgeois democratic revolution - namely. the 
complete separation of church and state (and 
church and school), Such demands would be vitally 
important in developing a combined programme for a 
country like Ireland where the democratic tasks of 
the failed bourgeois revolution covered over the 
strategic task of the socialists. This was and 
remains all the more important given the role of 
eatholic and protestant churches in providing part 
of the ideology and machinery of class rule for 
nationalist and unionist wings of the Irish bour- 
geoisie. Yet in Connolly's writings there is the 
clear lack of such a theme which should have been 
hammered home again and again by socialists. We 
will return to this issue in more detail below. 





Karl Marx (1818-1883) 





Fi OES SERPS hE RELI SII ELS 1 FRE SEIN CR TE A BRE 
The call for separation of church and state and 

school and echureh, as bourgeois democratic dem- 

ands, is only one side of the issue as far as 

socialists are concerned. Socialists must go 

further because, even should the bourgeoisie 

establish state power and enforce such demands, 


capitalist society itself generates religious 
obscurantism as a means of prettifying and sanct- 
ifying the obscenities of oppression it brings in 
its train. Marx explained how "freedom of con- 
science" in relation to the state - while it is 
the end of the matter for consistent bourgeois 
democrats - was by no means the end of the 
religious question for socialists: 
Man emancipates himself POLITICALLY from 
religion by banishing it from the sphere of 
public law to that of private law... The endless 
fragmentation of religion in North America, for 
example, gives it even externally the form of a 
purely individual affair... But one should be 
under no illusion about the limits of political 
emancipation. The division of the human being 
into a PUBLIC MAN and a PRIVATE MAN, the 
displacement of religion from the state into 
civil society, this is not a stage of political 
emancipation but its COMPLETION; this 
emancipation therefore neither abolishes the 
REAL religiousness of man, nor strives to do so. 
(On the Jewish Question, Marx-Engels Collected 
Works, III p.155) 


Thus, alongside the need for socialists to take 
up the "unfinished business" long reneged upon by 
the bourgeoisie, it is essential to counter the 
influence of a "welter of religious diversity" 
which surfaces in the "private" arena of social 
life by virtue of capitalist class oppression. 
Marx, in his Critique of the Gotha Programme, 
1875, distinguished clearly between the right to 
freedom of religious expression - from the inter- 
ference of the state - and the need for socialists 
to transgress the limits of "freedom of 
conscience" - the "witchery of religion" that 
capitalism gives rise to: 

‘Freedom of Conscience!’ If one desired at this 

time of the Kulturkampf to remind liberalism of 

its old watchwords it surely could have been 
done only in the following form: Everyone should 
be able to attend to his religious as well as 

his bodily needs without the police sticking 

their noses in, But in this connection the 
workers' party at any rate ought to have exp- 
ressed its own awareness of the fact that bour- 
geois "freedom of conscience" is nothing but the 
toleration of all possible kinds of RELIGIOUS 

FREEDOM OF CONSCIENCE , and that for its 

part it endeavours rather to liberate the 

conscience from the witchery of religion. But 
one wishes not to transgress the "bourgeois" 
level. (in L.S.Feuer - Marx & Engels Basic 

Writings, 1969, p.171-2). 9 

Although, as we see here, Marx attacked 
bourgeois free-thinkers, he did so not because 
they offended against religion but because once 
Dourgeois society succeeds in separating Church 
and state it has reached its limit as regards 
religion. Capitalism cannot eradicate religious 
consciousness precisely because its own social 
conditions require the consolation of religion. 
Thus bourgeois freedom of conscience is not real 
liberation of the human conscience but the futile 
struggle for that freedom within the restrictions 
of the blind social forces of the capitalist 
market, | 


Marx pointed out how the separation of 
exploitative economic public life from private 


17 life in the family and community gave religion a 


new footing rooted in the property relations of 
the capitalist mode of production. He understood 
how the petty antagonisms between capitalists and 
clergymen were a necessary product of capitalist 
society as a whole, notwithstanding which, 
religion remained the "solemn complement" of 
capitalist oppression because it sanctified 

existing conditions while appearing to restore 
humanity to a sense of self-esteem. 


Despite the victory of the bourgeoisie 
historically over the pre-capitalist systems which 
had given rise to the immense power of organised 
religions, religion continues to play a 
reactionary role within the capitalist system. The 
"christian socialist" programme that seeks to make 
religion, on the whole, a progressive force 
against capitalist exploitation and inequality is 
a delusion. It is camouflage for an outlook and 
institutions which, overall, are wedded to the 
maintenance of ruling class authority, a 
camouflage arising among lower clergy forced to 
adapt a radical posture in local conditions of 
extreme oppression in order to maintain their 
influence. 


Wherever the capitalists rely on religious 
eastes and religion to bolster their class rule, 
the struggle against capitalism requires that 
socialists should educate the working class in the 
spirit of militant anti-clericalism. Socialists 
must fight to win the vanguard to a consciousness 
of how exploitation and oppression are the 
material basis of the continuing hold of religion 
on the masses. 


By interpreting the Erfurt Programme in the 
worst possible way on the "privacy" of religion, 
Connolly demonstrated his inability to understand 
the social foundations of religion. His consequent 
censorship of party discussion of religion 
severely impoverished the fight for socialism in 
Ireland. It would have been bad enough in a 
developed capitalist country where the role of the 
churches was less important to the bourgeoisie, 
but in Ireland it was disastrous. Connolly openly 
fought to deny any contradiction between 
scientific socialism and religion, but he was 
himself a living embodiment of those 
contradictions. The tragedy is that, although he 
was drawn into polemics with Irish - usually 
catholic - clergymen on this issue, he never could 
produce a line of argument that got to the heart 
of the matter. He has thus left in his wake a 
confused political heritage that still dogs the 
progress of Marxism in Ireland, 


CHURCH AND STATE IN IRELAND 


How did the question of religion, historically, 
and in Irish history specifically, fit into 
Connolly's overall political understanding? We 
have shown in previous articles how he developed 
the innovative but incorrect view that the 
national question - how to establish the Irish 
nation state - and the social question of how to 
end class exploitation - were identical, two 
faces of the "great social struggle of all the 
ages", On this basis he sought to fuse the ideas 
of revolutionary nationalism with his concept of 





socialism by dissolving the Irish bourgeoisie out 
of the picture and claiming that they never, even 
in 1798, had any interest in national 
independence. How did the question of religion fit 
into this picture? 


While, in general, he sought to rule out 
questions of religion and the private life from 
the socialist programme and to limit it to the 
economic "straight fight" against private property 
(ultimately deferring it until AFTER national 
independence should have been realised), he was 
also quite prepared to enlist any interpretations 
of a socialist nature that could be procured from 
Biblical sources. Likewise, he had no reservations 
about taking into account the national 
peculiarities of religion arising out of Irish 
history. Of course, Marxism must treat religion 
econeretely in different periods and countries, but 
in Connolly's case the reasoning involved 
important flaws, allowing secondary features to 


predominate. 
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Connolly, even in his polemics with the Jesuit 
Father Kane, started by distinguishing between the 
"intelligent catholic" who at different times 
disobeyed the clergy and hierarchy, and the hier- 
archy themselves who strayed from "true religion" 
and attempted to serve "both God and mammon", Thus 
his whole polemic rests on the defence ®f "true 
religion" and its compatibility with the “refor- 
mers and revolutionaries" down the centuries and, 
by extrapolation, with the socialists of today. In 
Irish history specifically this analysis sees 
members of the catholic HIERARCHY time and again 
as allies of the Crown against the interest of the 
oppressed Irish. But Connolly avoids laying the 
same charge against Irish catholicism, the church 
as a whole, or religion generally. 


The reason is twofold. Firstly, Connolly bel- 
ieved that religion was essentially a good thing - 
the expression of humanity's innate morality, and, 
secondly, he believed that Irish catholicism in 
the minds and hearts of the plebeian masses, by 
virtue of its history, is not a reactionary force 


but a revolutionary-democratie one. The former 
element in his reasoning lies at the root of his 
backwardness on divorce and other democratic 
rights which the church defines as moral evils, a 
view he more or less accepted. The second element 
was to repeatedly intrude into his political per- 
spectives and ultimately weaken his ability to 
assert the vital interest of the working class in 
destroying reactionary catholic social power. 


This view of catholicism in Ireland is insepar- 
able from his central thesis about Irish history. 
He viewed Pre-Norman Ireland, in which the chris- 
tian church was deeply rooted, as a "communal and 
democratic" society. (In fact it was a developing 
feudal society - see CS 15.) Thus, Irish catholi- 
cism is implicitly construed as distinct from its 
European counterpart - which he accepts was based 
on feudalism. In "The Re-conquest of Ireland" 
Connolly portrays this original Ireland as: 
a country in which the people of the island were 
owners of the land upon which they lived, mast- 
ers of their own lives and liberties, freely 
electing their rulers, and shaping their castes 
and conventions to permit the closest approxim- 
ation to their ideals of justice as between man 
and man.(p.2) 
Because his overriding political perspective 
eontrived to root Irish "socialism" in this 
ancient supposedly "democratic" Irish tradition, 
"true" Irish christianity could not but be accom- 
odated in his perspective for restoring that 
ancient communism in a Workers Republic. Not long 
before publishing the "Re-conquest", he wrote: 
Catholicism, which in most parts of Europe is 
synonymous with Toryism, lickspittle and 
loyalty, servile worship of aristocracy and 
hatred of all that savours of genuine political 
independence on the part of the lower classes, 
in Ireland is almost synonymous with rebellious 
tendencies, zeal for democracy and intense 
feelings of solidarity with all strivings of 
those who toil". (Catholicism, Protestantism and 
Politics, in "Ireland Upon the Dissecting 
Table", Cork Workers Club edition, 1983, p.25) 


In contrast Connolly outlined his view of what 
he took to be Irish Protestantism: | 


... the Protestant elements in Ireland were, in 
the main, plantation strangers upon the soil 
from which the owners had been dispossessed by 
force. ... The Protestants were bound to acquire 
insensibly a hatred of political reform and to 
look upon every effort of the Catholic to 
achieve political recognition as an insidious 
move towards the expulsion of the Protestants 
.. The Catholics, for their part, and be it 
understood I am talking only of the Catholic 
workers, have been as fortunately placed for 
their political education as they were 
unfortunately placed for their political and 
social condition.(p.26) 


He continued in this vein, arguing that every 
gain for oppressed catholics involved a gain for 
their oppressed protestant counterpart. Therefore, 
he lamely deduced that, with Home Rule and the 
"entrance of Catholicity into a mere numerical 
voting power", there would be no attempt to 
"impose fetters" upon others that we ourselves 





have worn" and as to the future, under Home Rule, 


the tale to tell "will be a hopeful one" (ibid). 


This approach unfortunately rested on a super- 
ficial understanding both of religion in general 
and the actual class nature of Irish catholicism 


in his own time and before. Although he was corr- 


ectly attempting to place the substance of nat- 
ional independence and the struggle against imp- 
erialism to the fore, his inability to see Irish 
catholicism in class terms locked him ideologic- 
ally into a catholic-patriotic discourse and, in 

his practice, into accomodating to Irish bourgeois 
anti-colonialism. He strove to draw the protestant 


peasant and worker into this perspective - nowhere 


more artfully than in the "Re-conquest" where he 
attempted to spell out how "the Catholic was dis- 
possessed by force, the Protestant dispossessed by 
fraud", But it remained a perspective of necessary 
stages which deferred the proletarian programme 
(especially as Connolly expected the Third Home 
Rule Bill of 1912 to succeed), and disastrously 

so, given the need to fracture the unionist alli- 
ance and break its hold on the protestant section 
of the proletariat if even that first "stage" was 
not to be aborted in the eventual "carnival of 
reaction", 


In the closing pages of "Re-conquest" it is 
clear how his weakness on catholicism becomes an 
important element in his adaptation in practice to 
the limited horizon of anti-colonial bourgeois 
patriotism. His position verges on that of 
Pearse's "Sovereign People", a left-petty-bour- 
geois nationalist argument which in the final 
analysis could not break from native Irish capit- 
alist interests. He writes, later in Re-conquest: 


The Gaelic League realises that capitalism did 
more in one century to destroy the tongue of the 
Gael than the sword of the Saxon did in six; the 
apostle of self-reliance among Irish men and 
women finds no more earnest exponents of self- 
reliance than those who expound it as the creed 
of Labour; the earnest advocates of co-operation 
find the workers stating their ideals as a co- 
operative commonwealth; the earnest teacher of 
Christian morality sees that in the co-operative 
commonwealth alone will true morality be poss- 
ible and the fervent patriot learns that his 

hopes of an Ireland re-born to national life is 
Detter stated, and can be better and more 
completely realised, in the labour movement for 
the Re-conquest of Ireland. (p 64-5) 


= 


The fact that Connolly should assume that the 
Gaelic League, the Sinn Fein protectionists, the 
agricultural co-operativists, the "earnest" prea- 
chers of religion and "christian morality" would 
identify implicitly with the struggle for social- 
ism is an ironic measure of the degree of his own 
adaptation to these forces. To the extent that 
Connolly relied upon such cultural welisprings for 
programmatic inspiration the prospect of breaking 
any sections of the protestant proletariat from 
unionism receded more and more. Further, though 
contrary to his intentions, his schema objectively 
could do nothing to break the catholic section of 
the proletariat from the banner of bourgeois 
catholic nationalism, to defend the independence 
of the Red from the Green. 


CLASS NATURE OF IRISH CATHOLICISM 


What Connolly's perspective lacked was any 


foundation in a historical and materialist analy- 


sis of Irish Catholicism in Ireland in the 19th ) 
century. In such an analysis the contrast with the 
oppressed catholicism of the Penal Law days would 
have begun to reveal the modern class character of 


Irish catholicism. 


The goal of Catholic Emancipation, resolved 
legally in 1829, retained a progressive content as 
a bourgeois-democratic demand into the 19th 
Century. But, in the rapprochement of the Catholic 
Chureh and British colonialism in 1795, catholic 
control in education was granted in return for 
support for the Act of Union and the suppression 
of the bourgeois democratic revolution. Subse- 
quently, catholic primary-school education and 
sectarian division developed on the basis of a 
cautious bourgeois national reform movement - for 
"catholic emancipation", reform of the tithe pay- 
ments to the established protestant church, and 
repeal of the Union etc. In the pre-Famine period 
of the 19th century the church acted as the mass 
organiser and spiritual police of the peasantry. 
The church played this role as the agent of a 
growing catholic bourgeois interest, which ini- 
tially threw up Daniel O'Connell as its popular 
leader. | 


The rise of the Repeal movement after 1841 
depended crucially on the seal of approval given 
to O'Connell by Archbishop of Tuam, John McHale. 
McHale thus took the ground from under .the left 
wing of the bourgeoisie, soon to emerge as Young 
Ireland, in a period of profound social and 
political crisis. 

In no period was the Catholic Church ever 
the direct representative or expression of the 
interests of the poor and middle tenantry or of 
the rural proletarian or cottier masses. 








John McHale Daniel O’Connell (1775-1847) 


Archbishop of Tuam 





After the Famine of 1845-8 the hand of the 
church in this tradition of bourgeois reform was 
strengthened. With the decimation of the most 
oppressed tenants and cottiers the mass base of 
Catholicism became more homogeneous, Middle-sized 
tenants ceased to subdivide their land-holdings. 
The family structure that still obtains in Irish 





farming society began to be consolidated. The 
church acted to bolster this development with 
renewed emphasis on sexual abstinence, puritanism, 
deferred ‘marriages and abstinence from alcohol. 
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Thus, the shaping of social morality evolved in 
close connectioin with the changes in property 
relations in the post-Famine period. But the role 
of the church was not a passive reflection of the 
needs of the middle peasantry. Its increasing 
devotionalism and repressive moral tone and tea- 
chings served to control the often militant ten- 
antry and their aspirations and subordinate them 
to the numerically weaker but politically crucial 
interests of the capitalist class in the south. 
Until the land war broke out in 1879 the catholic 
hierarchy and clergy had succeeded in holding back 
any independent peasant mobilisation. At the same 
time the Catholic Church virulently opposed and 
hounded the revolutionary nationalist Fenians. 


In these ways the church acted as the agency of 
mass control and incorporation, delivering the 
support of the tenants to the Irish capitalist 
class in a controlled way. Even in the land war of 
1879-82, the church involved itself under pressure 
only in order to hold it back. The church itself 
grew hugely in its influence and power, It already 
had the national system of education organised 
favourably along sectarian lines, It won for 
itself ever growing control of intellectual and 
ideological life which expressed itself in the 
growing proliferation of new church buildings and 
schools in the second half of the century. So 
strong was its position by the 1860s that Cardinal 
Cullen felt confident that the offer of joint 
"Establishment" of the Catholic Church alongside 
the Church of Ireland was less attractive than the 
eomplete disestablishment of the protestant 
ehurch. 








Cardinal Paul Cullen 


Joint book WP-IWG on the nature of the "communist" 
states available now only in photocopy - 100 pages, 
for three pounds post paid - : : 
"The Degenerated Revolution - 

the origin and nature of the Stalinist States". 





What this period as a whole witnessed was the 
srowth of an intimate alliance between a weak, 
conservative nationalist bourgeoisie and a power- 
ful Irish catholic church. This embryo of a ruling 
class, aspiring to eventual Home Rule, could not 
fail to foresee, in the sectarianism that it end- 
orsed, the seeds of terrible reaction, But even 
the most far-sighted of Irish bourgeois national- 
ists was unwilling to fight to avoid this. Their 
own class's survival depended on openly deferring 
to the independent caste power of the hierarchy 
whose commitment to private property was to play a 
formidable role later in opposing the rise of 
socialist ideas in the mass working class movement 
that emerged from 1909. 





Charles Stewart Parnell (1846-91) 

Had Connolly even begun to analyse the social 
characer of Irish catholicism he would have to 
have radically revised his political conclusions 
about it. He would have to have addressed the need 
for radical separation of church and state, and of 
chureh and school. Instead, as he told his Scott- 
ish comrade, Tom Bell, he believed that in Ireland 
a eatholic education produced rebels. On this 
basis he believed he was reconciling his Marxism 
with catholicism. In reality he was denying imp- 
ortant elements of the democratic programme which 
Marxists correctly championed everywhere that the 
bourgeoisie refused to carry them through. 


In the Irish context this meant leaving unchal- 
lenged, among the vanguard of the working class, 
entrenched religious ideologies that were to pow- 
erfully serve the ruling class in smashing any 
challenge to its property, and which would even 
contribute to aborting the national struggle 
through the partition of the nation and the 
further consolidation of clerical power, 


But it also meant failing to understand or even 
see the potential reservoirs of passive mass sup- 
port for the most conservative sections of the 
nationalist movement, the otherwise weak capital- 
ist class in town and country. The Catholic Chureh 
had played a key role for a century in systemat- 
ically consolidating the political authority of 
the catholic bourgeoisie over the peasantry and 
southern working class - THE CATHOLIC MASSES - on 
the basis of a deeply conservative outlook. 





True, Connolly castigated the church for turning 
against Parnell over his affair with Kitty O'Shea 
and for thus dethroning the most successful leader 
of the bourgeois Home Rule movement. The problem 
is that he drew no general political conclusions 
from it. He failed to uncover the essential rela- 
tionship between bourgeois interest and catholic 
power and ideology. Thus his references to the 
political "rise of Catholicity to a numerical 
majority" fatally glossed over a fundamental dan- 
ger to both the democratic and socialist prog- 
rammes, the virtual certainty that an unopposed 
catholicism would copperfasten its intellectual 
and moral domination over the rising "nation". 


The furthest point of conflict with catholicism 
beyond which he would not go was to claim that its 
principles were perverted by self-interested cap- 
italists and mammon-serving bishops. Thus in 
"Labour, Nationality and Religion", faced with the 
Clear hostility of the church to socialism, he can 
do no better than ineffectually use 'true' 
religion against the church: 
Men perish but principles live. Hence the recent 
efforts of ecclesiastics to put the Socialist 
movement under the ban of the Catholic Church, 
despite the wild and reckless nature of the 
statements by which the end was sought to be 
attained, has had a good effect in compelling 





Republicanism after elections - from page 9 


substance of so much electoral rhetoric by Sinn 
Fein, Already the ingrained narrow limits of Irish 
republican dogma have resulted in fissures within 
the IRA among those who regared even such a 
cautious manoeuvre in the direction of the masses 
as a threat to the principal article of faith that 
only an armed conspiracy of guerrillas can ever 
achieve victory over imperialism. 


That Adams, Morrison, McGuinness etc., even as 
they were acclaiming their electoral successes, 
had to faithfully reaffirm the traditional line on 
physical force, proves again that the fundamental 
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NATIONALIST programme and method of the IRA remain 


unquestioned. This programme, with Irish national 
unity of catholic, protestant and dissenter as its 
highest goal, in essence represents the class 
interest and outlook of the petty bourgeoisie, 
with its utopian dream of a society free from the 
class antagonisms between the working class and 
international monopoly capitalism, Under the 
conditions of national and sectarian social 
oppression of catholics in the Six-County 

statelet, such a programme and ideology retains in 
practice the capacity to confront the British 
imperialist presence and Orange loyalism. 


The mass revolt of the Six-County minority in 
1969 came subsequently under the lead of a resur- 
gent republican movement on the basis of this 
particular programme, In the process it made its 
most significant gain by smashing the Stormont 
parliament and shattering the Unionist monolith, 
by 1972. The republican movement has inflexibly 
and dogmatically continued the guerrilla war, the 


central "strategy" of this programme, for a 


Catholics to examine more earnestly their position 
as laymen, and the status of the clergy as such, 
as well as their relative duties toward each: other 
within the Chureh and toward the world in general. 
One point of Catholic doctrine brought out as a 
result of such examination is the almost forgot- 
ten, and sedulously suppressed one, that the 
Catholic Chureh is theoretically a community in 
which the clergy are but the officers serving the 
laity in a common worship and service of God, and 
that should the clergy at any time profess or 
teach doctrines not in conformity with the true 
teachings of Catholicity it is not only the 
right but is the absolute duty of the laity to 
refuse such doctrines and to disobey such teach- 
ing. ... Whenever the clergy succeeded in conque- 
ing political power in any country the result has 
been disastrous to the interests of religion and 
inimical to the progress of humanity. (p.4, New 
Books edition. 1972.) 


This approach, sometimes hailed on the Irish 
left as a brillant pedagogic approach to catholic 
workers, conceded more to religion than it gained 
for socislism. It might, perhaps, for some 
militants, reconstruct their relationship to 
catholicism, but it would ultimately leave intact 
their vulnerability to religion and the clergy, 
not free them from it. 





further 13 years of stalemate, in the belief that 
it would ultimately wear down the British colonial 
will to remain in Ulster. 


This republican conception of anti-imperialist 
struggle is completely devoid of any scientific 
understanding of how the continued national opp- 
ression of Ireland has its basis in the develop- 
ment of CLASS society. They lack any understanding 
of how the modern forms of Irish society - north 
AND south are determined by CAPITALIST imperial- 
ism, and have their roots in the international 
relations of capitalist production. Irish 
Republicanism remains obdurately OPPOSED to the 
international revolutionary Marxist programme 


Marxist programme and strategy of CLASS struggle 


for workers' state power in Ireland. In such a 
struggle the defence of the Six-County minority 
and the smashing of their prison-house statelet is 
a key task for a mass armed working class move- 
ment. Such a struggle places on the agenda the 
mobilising and self-organising of the workng 


masses aS a whole - women, unemployed, youth and 
workers, and oppressed small farmers, in both 


states against all aspects of capitalism and of 


Green and Orange bourgeois rule - unemployment, 


low wages, inflation, poverty, cutbacks, women's 
oppression, clerical rule and repression. 


Only such a programme is capable of both 
breaking the protestant working class from its 
continued adhesion to imperialism and of liquida- 
ting the capitalist system as a whole, replacing 
it with a workers:state as the first step to an 
international socialist order. Irish republicanism 
remains a major political obstacle to those goals, 








The April 1985 Presidential Elections in Peru 
were a resounding defeat for the ruling conserv- 
ative Popular Action Party of President Belaunde 
Terry whose vote slumped to 5% from its 45% show- 
ing in the 1980 elections. The bourgeois nation- 
alist APRA party achieved its highest ever vote, 
just below the 50% it needed for an absolute 
majority to avoid a second round contest between 
the leading parties. The right wing Popular 
Christian Party (PPC) increased its vote to 13%, 
while the newly-formed left wing electoral coal- 
ition - the United Left (IU) won around 23%. 


The results are a clear indication of popular 
discontent with the Belaunde government's 
"monetarist" attempts to deal with the intense 
economic and political crisis which faces the 
country. Since that government took office in 1980 
real wages have dropped by 50% (inflation is now 
heading for 200%), industrial production fell by 
12% in 1983, 14% in 1984; and unemployment and 
underemployment has reached 60%. Malnutrition now 
affeets 6 out of every 10 Peruvian children, The 
foreign debt has risen from $9.6 billion in 1980 
to $13.5 billion in 1984. The conditions for 
recent loans from the IMF are further cuts in 
public investment and the removal of remaining 
food subsidies. In addition to this, the govern- 
ment has reversed some of the land reforms intro- 
duced by the reforming military government of 
Velasco in the early 1970s. It is now possible for 
the banks to take peasants’ land, mortgaged by 
them in an attempt to get credit. 


However, the government has not been able to 
fully carry out its monetarist programme because 
of growing opposition from the working class and 
the peasantry, aS well as from small businesses 
and professionals who have also felt the growing 
crisis of the Peruvian economy. 


The regime has increasingly been forced to rely 
on the army to suppress strikes and street demon- 
strations. There were recently major strikes by 
teachers and civil servants. In the countryside 
the government has been unable to prevent the 
spreading of the "Sendero Luminoso" guerilla 
movement centred on Ayacuchu, despite handing over 
"counter-insurgenecy" operations to the armed 
forces, resulting in the deaths of at least 90,000 
peasants since 1980. 


At present 18 provinces in Peru suffer military 
rule where torture is common and "disappearances" 
widespread. 


VAGUE PROMISES 


In order to both contain popular discontent and 
to carry out the further austerity measures dem- 
anded by the IMF, major sections of the Peruvian 
ruling class are looking to the APRA party - the 
"Popular American Revolutionary Alliance". The 
APRA was founded in 1919 by Haya de la Torre. 
Starting as a populist nationalist party calling 
for reforms to emancipate Peruvian and Latin 
American capitalism from feudal and imperialist 


ERU;Apristas Head For Power 


overlordship, APRA had become extremely conser- 
vative by the 1950s and 60s. It often made alli- 
ances with the landowning oligarchy and was viewed 
sympathetically by US administrations, The death 
of Haya in 1979 produced an internal struggle 
which resulted in Alan Garcia winning the leader- 
ship. His grouping has shifted the party towards a 
social democratic position, with APRA becoming a 
sympathising section of the Socialist Interna- 
tional. Still retaining the "radical" heritage of 
Haya's early anti-imperialist rhetoric, the APRA 
with its wide support amongst the northern middle 
class and within sections of the working class, is 
the ideal vehicle - for the ruling class - to 
replace the discredited Popular Action. 


APRA never published any proramme for the 
elections, Garcia preferring to campaign on the 
vacuous populist slogan "My commitment is to all 
Peruvians!" While making vague promises to make 
agriculture "a priority" through defending the 
existing agrarian reform and contemplating subsi- 
dies, his campaign was accompanied by a virulent 
anti-communism directed against the United Left. 
To reassure the bourgeoisie that he would deal 
properly with the economy through more austerity 
measures he declared that the former military 
regime's Finance Minister, Javier Silvia Ruete, 
and its central bank President Manuel Moreyra, 
both with monetarist leanings, would be prominent 
in economic policy-making in the new government. 


The United Left not only failed to improve on 
its 29% vote in the 1983 municipal elections, but 
appears to have lost ground to the APRA. Estimates 
gave the United Left 23% of the vote in the Pres- 
idential election. The United Left is the latest 
in.a long line of left electoral blocks since 
parliamentary democracy was restored in Peru in 
1978. Formed in 1980 as a successor to the breakup 
of previous electoral blocs - POLET and ARI - the 
United Left is led by the "Marxist" mayor of Lima, 
Alfonso Barrantes. It includes the pro-Moscow 
Peruvian Communist Party, "Revolutionary 
Vanguard", the bourgeois-reformist "Revolutionary 
Socialist Party" made up of General Juan Velasco's 
supporters, and the Maoists of the "Revolutionary 
Left Union". Through the Maoist and CP Stalinists 
the bloc also has the support of the leadership of 
major unions (including teachers and miners), of 
the students, and of the campesino peasants' 
federations (CCP). 


Significantly, unlike previous left blocs, 
neither of the main centrist "Trotskyist" organi- 
sations in Peru is part of the United Left - 

The United Left stood on a reformist programme 
in the elections. It called for a moratorium on 
repayment of the foreign debt, for increased 


nationalisation of the economically important 


US-owned copper mines, and for a parliamentary 
"Peruvian road to socialism". Barrantes was keen 
to present the United Left as the defenders of 
Peru's bourgeois democratic institutions and has 
been at pains to distance the United Left from 
"terrorism", backing Belaunde's counter-insurgency 
terror against Sendero Luminoso in 1984 and 


rejecting calls for a future government to nego- 
tiate with the guerillas, saying "we will never 
eonciliate with terrorism" (reported in the Guar- 
dian 12.4.85). The army would be kept in Ayacucho 
but "subordinated to the civilian authorities". 
Barrantes never explained how a United Left gov- 
ernment would deal with the massive imperialist 
onslaught which would follow any serious steps 
taken against exploitation - through the foreign 
debt, let alone against US companies in Peru. Not 
only would such a government face everything Nic- 
aragua is now facing, but the Peruvian army has 
shown itself to be more than willing to oust any 
government which even attempted it. 


Of course Barrantes did not deal with this 
because his promises, as United Left leader, were 
made not with the intention of implementing them 
but only to win the support of the working class 
and peasants at the elections. Such policies would 
have quickly been dropped and replaced by auster- 
ity measures, an experience the neighbouring 
Bolivian workers suffered, to their immense cost, 
under the UDP popular-front government of Siles 
Suazo. 


Already Barrantes had demonstrated as Mayor of 
Lima his willingness to attack workers' struggles. 
Before the elections a wave of strikes and mobil- 
isations by public sector workers and by shanty 
town dwellers demanding basic amenities in a mun- 
icipality controlled by the United Left, was den- 
ounced by Barrantes, who declared "the present 
struggles are endangering the elections and they 
are being motivated by Sendero Luminoso infiltra- 
tors" (quoted in International Viewpoint 20.5.85). 


Meanwhile APRA demagogically supported the 
Striking workers, helping to undermine the United 
Left's electoral support. Following the elections, 

despite the fact that, as the second party to © 
APRA, the United Left should have entered a second 
round involving only APRA and UI, Barrantes 
declared he was withdrawing allowing APRA to 
immediately assume power! Barrantes clearly 

neither has the stomach to seek power in a 

situation of crisis nor does he wish to "offend" 
APRA, the future governing party. 


The response to these important political 
developments by the Peruvian section of the USFI - 
Hugo Blanco's PRT - has been predictable. The PRT 
has not used their position outside the United 
Left (IU) to warn the workers and peasants of the 
role of the leadership of this electoral bloc. 

They have not attempted to demolish Barrantes' 
"Marxist" credentials and win over in struggle the 
disillusioned rank and file of the IU. Instead the 
PRT has concentrated all its efforts on getting 
into the IU and perserving its "unity", 


{in 1978 Hugo Blanco, with a considerable - -repu- 


_tation amongst the masses as a leader of the 


| 





peasant land struggles in the early 1960s, was 
presidential candidate of the "Workers, Peasants, 
Students and Peoples Front" (FOCEP), It was an 
alliance of the PRT with the POMR, the pro-Alban- 
ian Bandera Roja and prominent independent socia- 
lists. Despite gaining 12.5% of the popular vote 

and being hailed by the USFI as a massive advance 


'for Trotskyism and the revolutionary movement, 
this motley alliance of centrists and Stalinists 
quickly fell apart. 
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An attempt to cobble together a similar bloc in 
1980, including PRT, Maoists and the UDP led by 
Barrantes - the Revolutionary Left Alliance (ARI) 
- was even shorter lived. It collapsed having done 
disastrously in the elections because of enormous 
political differences within it. 


By 1984 the PRT, led by Blanco, was a completely 
marginalised and tiny organisation on the Peruvial 
left. Far from learning the lessons from the 
USFI's opportunist get-rich-quick tactics, 

Blanco's PRT did the opposite. It was not the 
parliamentary opportunism. - the rotten electoral 
blocs which fell apart at the first serious test - 
which was at fault. The mistake was supposed to 
have been the PRT's previous "sectarianiam". 
Blaneo, in a self-critical interview in Intercon- 
tinental Press (10.3.84) bemoans the fact that the 
PRT made a principle of not joining the IU because 
it contained the small bourgeois. party the PSR. 
After all, if you can run in an electoral bloc 
with Barrantes, the Peruvian stalinists and the 
Maoists, why not with the heirs of the 
"progressive" generals' regime of Velasco? As tor 
the IU itself - 

"We feel the character of the United Left has 

not yet been decided. It can become a 

revolutionary front that leads the Peruvian 

masses to Power, or it could turn into a 

reformist front that holds them back". 


And this is still the position of the PRT and 
the USFI today even after the elections and the 
role of Barrantes in them. Thus International 
Viewpoint can declare: 

"It is an essential task to maintain the united 

front and defend it against divisive adventures 

out of line with the experience of the workers 
and the evolution of their consciousness, to 
bring about a revolutionary convergence within 

IU." (1.V. 20.5.85) 


Blanco's party is willing to tie itself to the 
programme and methods of the IU, which in practice 
are those of its leaders, in particular Barrantes, 
Blanco's party itself is so riddled with parliam- 
entary cretinism that it is incapable of exposing 
the uslessness of the IU's parliamentary road. 


Blanco reveals this in his discussion of how to 
avoid a Chilean type coup against a potential IU 
government. He appeals to the Peruvian constitu- 





tion with its "right of insurgency against ille- 24 
gitimate authority". He turns revolutionary agit- 
ation amongst rank and file soldiers into 

explaining to them that "insubordination against 
civilian authority is a crime punishable under the 
constitution" (Intercontinental Press, 11.3.84). 

The fight for workers' and peasants' councils, for 
arming the workers, is replaced by demands for 
"popular assemblies" and organs of "popular 

power". These are to be no more than mass pressure 
adjuncts to be used by municipal and parliamentary 
"left" governments in their struggle with the 
bourgeoisie. 


In practice, in its desire to enter the IU, the 
PRT peddles precisely the same politics which led 
the Chilean working class to disaster in 1973 
after the Popular Unity days of Chile. Far from 
offering a revolutionary alternative in Peru, the 
USFI offers a strategy which plays into the hands 
of "Marxists" of the Barrantes type. It can only 
lead the Peruvian workers to disaster. 


Sendero Luminoso 


A further problem for the Peruvian ruling class 
has been the growth of the Sendero Luminoso 
(Shining Path - SL) rural guerilla movement, which 
has plunged the southern Andean provinces, 
Ayacucho in particular, into a virtual state of 
civil war. In response to an estimated 2,500 armed 
attacks by Sendero on local politicans, police and 
landowners in 1984, the government deployed 6,000 
army, marines and police. The weakness of Peru's 
parliamentary democracy has been shown by the 
ereation of 15 Military Emergeney Zones, placing 
over half of the country under military rule. 
There has been a wave of repression against the 
neglected indian peasants of the Sierra (Andean 
highlands) - amongst whom Sendero Largely operates 
- leading to 4,000 murders and at least 1,500 
"disappeared" since Belaunde's civilian government 
took office in 1980. 


Sendero Luminoso originated from a split in the 
pro-Chinese Peruvian Communist Party in 1970, led 
by Abimael Guzman (often referred to as "Comrade 
Gonzales"), a philosophy professor at the city's 
university. The main issue of the split was 
Gonzales' stress on the need to begin armed 
struggle in what he characterised as a revolu- 
tionary situation in Peru in the 1970s, it was 
argued by SL that the Peruvian government - then 
the reforming military government of Velasco - was 
fascist, as also the subsequent governments of 
Bermudez and Belaundes' conservative civilian 
government, 


Sendero describes itself as a Maoist organisa- 
tion, associating itself with the "Gang of Four" 
(Mao's supporters in the Chinese Communist party 
who were ousted by Deng Xiaoping's faction in 
1976). Because it sees Peru as a "“semi-feudal” 
country, it is the peasantry, not the urban work- 
ing elass, which is seen as the major revolution- 
ary force. In its major programmatic document "Let 
us develop the guerilla war!", published in March 
1982, Sendero argues for a "prolonged popular war" 
based on the peasantry to "surround the cities 
from the countryside". 


Furthermore, their Maoism is combined with a 


utopian attachment to the Inca and Indian cultures 
existing before the Spanish conquest. They reject 
as “imperialist" modern technology and money, 
positions which have led many to characterise them 
as "Pol Potists". Their organisation is both 

elitist and cult-like, based around Comrade 
Gonzales. 


Based on their belief that all left wing groups 
were "bourgeois workers parties" which preserved 
the fascist governments by participating in their 
fake election to the new constituent assembly, 
they withdrew from their involvement in students! 
and teacher's organisations in Ayacucho in 1980. 
They began armed action around the 1980 elections, 
denouncing them as a farce and attacking a polling 
station in Cuchi, in Ayacucho province. Since then 
they have carried out attacks on the armed forces 
and local politicians in Ayacucho, Huancavelica 
and Apurimac, combined with raids on power sta- 
tions and police stations in the cities of Lima, 
Cuzeo and Arequipa. 


Although Sendero's leadership is generally made 
up of intellectuals, teachers and students, it has 
a large following amongst the poor Indian peasants 
of the Andean highlands. Fifteen thousand demon- 
strated in Ayacucho in 1982 at the death of guerr- 
illa leader Edith Lagos - killed by the police. In 
the same year they were strong enough to occupy 
Ayacucho for the night and release 300 prisoners 
from the city jail. 


However, the poor response to Sendero's call for 
a 72-hour general strike in the municipal elec- 
tions and their failure to disrupt the recent 
general elections - despite demanding a boycott - 
indicates not only the impact of army repression, 
but also the failure of their own strategy. They 
have largely ignored the urban working class and 
refused united fronts with peasant and workers' 
organisations against repression. Even among the 
peasantry their policies have alienated many sec- 
tions of the population. Military elitism, the 
imposition of village leaderships, execution of 
not only landowners and rich peasants but middle 
peasants as well, a policy of attempting to starve 
the cities by making peasants burn their surpluses 
rather than sell them, thus adding to rural pov- 
erty, have all contributed to stagnation for SL. 


Sendero maintains significant support because of 
the chronic poverty and long term governmental 
neglect of the Quechua-speaking Andean peasantry. 
Their demands for land have always been met with 
government repression, which exercise now indisc- 
riminately drives more of the rural polulation to 
seek support from SL. 


Whatever the errors of Sendero Luminoso, it is 
the duty of the revolutionary left in Peru to 
support and defend them AGAINST the repression of 
the bourgeois state and its army, and denounce 
"lefts" like Barrantes who tacitly support gove- 
rnment repression. Support for SL will continue as 
long as there is no revolutionary alternative put 
before the peasantry involving an agrarian revol- 
ution and the smashing of the landlord system, and 
with it the smashing of the police and military 
apparatus which supports it. The present reformist 
and electorally oriented Peruvian left within the 
"United Left" alliance offers no such alternative. 


BOLIVIA; Failed General Strike 
Paves Way For Right 


With elections in Bolivia due for July 14th it 
now looks certain that one or other of the major 
right wing parties will triumph. Victor Paz 
Estenssoro, leader of the MNR-H, the man who 
helped demobilise the 1952 Bolivian revolution and 
pave the way for a military takeover, looks like 
beating Hugo Banzer's ADN. (Banzer was military 
dictator between 1970-76.) 


The fact that these two parties will battle it 
out for first or second place shows the complete 
collapse of the support for the 'left' UDP gov- 
ernment because of the role it has played since 
1980 in undermining and demobilising the workers' 
and peasants' struggles. 


The UDP came to power in 1980 as a result of a 
massive general strike which drove the military 
from power. It was a classic Popular Front gove- 
rnment made up of the bourgeois nationalist MNR-I, 
which drew much of its support from the peasantry 
and middle clases, the MIR, a right wing social 
democratic current affiliated to the Socialist 
international, and the Bolivian Communist Party 


The government proceeded to use its support 
within the working class and peasantry to impose a 
series of austerity measures demanded by the 
International Monetary Fund, In the early part of 
its existence it was enormously aided in this task 
by having the support of the Bolivian Workers' 
Centre (COB) and of the veteran trade union leader 
and opportunist, Juan Lechin. 


However, quite quickly, the traditional milit- 
ancy of the Bolivian workers, led by the tin 
miners, shattered the 'social truce' with the 
government, Since September 1982 there have been 
six general strikes called by the COB under the 
pressure of the growing economic crisis. 


The Government's refusal to allow wages to keep 
up with inflation, which now runs at the 
phenomenal rate of 2300% per year, has caused 
enormous hardships. Shortages of food, medicine 
and spare parts for machinery, rocketing unem- 
ployment, a rampant black market and enormous 
currency speculation, have all contributed to the 
enormous falls in living standards. A recent 


UNICEF survey estimated that 80% of the. population 


was living in poverty. 


Throughout the various austerity packages 
imposed on the working class by the UDP, the 


Bolivian Communist Party remained an active member 


of the government. Its position only became 
untenable when it suffered a crushing defeat in 
the COB elections in September 1984. With its own 
working class base in revolt, and with its own 
youth movement having split away, the PCB finally 
left the government. After two years of attacking 
the working class it had to try desperately to 
restore some lost credibility before the 

elections. 


The COB trade union leadership under Lechin had 
shown itself totally incapable of providing any 
strategy to defend the working class against the 


UDP offensive. The enormous militancy of the 


miners had foreed the government to concede 
workers' majority co-management in LOMIBOL, the 
State tin mining company. But, divorced from a 
Struggle to extend workers' control to other 
sectors of the economy, divorced from any fight to 
nationalise under workers' control the important 
private tin mining and gold mining sectors, from 
the struggle to control distribution and other 
necessities and stamp out the black market in 
speculations, the idea of 'co-management' remains 
the co-managament only of the crisis of Bolivian 
capitalism. The alternative that was necessary 
would have meant above all a struggle to overthrow 
the UDP government and replace it with a workers' 
and peasants' government which would not only 
secure such gains but proceed to arm the workers 
and peasants against military reaction. 


Lechin's alternative was the traditional one of 
the Bolivian workers' leaders - to push for 
‘workers ministers’ in the government; where, no 
doubt, they would have played a similar role to 
the PCB, as agents of the bourgeoisie in getting 
the workers and peasants to make sacrifices. 


Having exhausted the working class in a series 
of general strikes, which the COB directed not in 
order to overthrow the UDP, but to negotiate with 
it on withdrawing various austerity measures, the 
general strike in March was called after 10,000 
miners arrived in the capital to put a series of 
demands on the government - for wage rises and a 
sliding scale to protect living standards from 
inflation. A demonstration of 50,000 on March 4th 
backed the demands. When these were rejected by 
the government, this time an indefinite general 
strike was called. It lasted a fortnight but was 
poorly supported by key sections such as the rail 
and oil workers. In addition it received no 
support from the peasant organisations. This 
strike ended with few government concessions and 
growing demands from the rank and file to recall 
the COB and hold its leaders to account, 
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The Bolivian workers clearly recognised the 
threat that the present situation poses. One of 
the demands of the workers was for the postponment 
of the elections for fear of a right wing victory. 
At the same time they called for 'Siles Out’. 
'Death to the hunger government - We've had enough 
of Siles' was one of the major slogans of March 
4th. The Bolivian working class is confronted 
again by its historic weakness of having no 
political party which represents its interests, 
despite its long history of heroic trade union 
struggle. The Bolivian Communist Party (PCB) has 
compromised itself for the immediate future 
because of its role in the UDP government. The COB 
leaders have offered no alternative but to join 
the UDP government themselves. As a result of this 
impasse there is a growing danger of the workers 
looking to the ‘progressive military' to take 
action to block the election of the ADF or MNR-H. 
Such a possibility is being openly peddled by 
Lechin's group, the PRIN. Such a course also has a 
disastrous history in Bolivia. Many of the present 
leaders of the Bolivian working class tied their 
followers to the coat tails of the ‘progressive’ 
General Torres, a policy which disarmed the 
workers' movement in the face of Banzer's right 
wing army coup in 1971. 


As in Peru, the USFI Section in Bolivia, 'POR— 
Unificado', found itself in a favourable situation 
with the restoration of parliamentary government 
and legality in 1980. By its own account, it had 
survived the period of illegality well and was one 
of the first left groups to reorganise itself with 
a regular press and organisation. It also made 
some gains in the important Huanuni mines and 
within the miners' union. However, the POR-U 
showed itself incapable of challenging the refor- 
mist and centrist misleaders of the Bolivian wor- 
kers, preferring to adapt to their politics and 
thus 'pressurise them to the left’. 


Shortly after the UDP came to power, the POR-U, 
tagging along behind the COB leadership, refused 
to take up a position of intransigent opposition 
to the UDP: 

"the strategic objective of the POR is to begin 

to prepare the masses for the continuation of 

their struggle under the UDP government ... at 
present that does not involve all out opposition 
to the government, but a strategy of 

pressurising it and exposing the capitulationist 

leadership’ (International Viewpoint 1.11.82). 

A revolutionary position would have demgnded 
complete opposition to the bourgeois government of 
Siles Suazo. Revolutionaries would have demanded 
that the PCB break with this bourgeois alliance 
and, alongside the COB, launch an immediate camp- 
aign for new elections to a Constituent Assembly. 


Within such a campaign, genuine communists would 
have fought for a Workers and Peasants Government 
around a programme which could really defend the 
workers' interests against imperialism and the 
bourgeoisie. 

Indee, falling behing Lechin's schemes, the POR 
covers over whether they favour the elections 
going ahead. Instead of warning the masses of the 
dangers of believing that the progressive sectors 
of the army can be won to the workers’ side, they 
compound them by declaring: 


"This unity must be widened by appealing to the 
COMMANDERS, COMMISSIONED and non-commiss- 
ioned OFFICERS and soldiers not to fire on the 
people but to join ranks in defence of 
democratic freedoms and for national sovereignty 
against imperialism. They must take their place 
in the struggle of the masses... 

(our emphasis; I.V. 22.4.85) 


'PREPARING THE WAY' 


Again when the COB launched its campaign for 
‘worker ministers' in the bourgeois government, 
the USFI fell in with Livio Maitan, arguing that 
such ministers could represent the workers and 
peasants 'in an independent way’, and that such 
demands had an ‘anti-capitalist potential’. (I.V. 
12.3.84). Again the POR showed its willingness to 
fall in behind Lechin's demands which would have 
renewed the illusions of the masses in the UDP 
government and only undermined resistance to new 
attacks. Even during the most recent general 
strike, the POR-U could not bring itself to openly 
eall for the overthrow of the UDP government. 
Instead it talked of ‘preparing the way' for 
saying "Siles Out! No Banzer, No Paz Estenssoro!". 


It raised no demands for the formation of work- 
ers' and peasants' committees to build genuine 
organs of working class power - soviets. Instead 
it rummaged in the rag bag of past defeats and 
found a slogan from the 1971 debacle - "Advance 
towards the foundation of a National People's 
Assembly which must be transformed into a real 
people's parliament" (I.V. 22.4.85). The programme 
for such an assembly, we are informed, should be 
the programme of the COB, involving renouncing the 
foreign debt, widespread nationalisation, a mini- 
mum wage and sliding scale, and a monopoly of 
foreign trade. How this programme, inadequate as 
it is, will be implemented in the teeth of bour- 
geois and military opposition, we are not told. 
The question of arming the workers and peasants 
and paralysing the military through revolutionary 
agitation among rank and file soldiers is never 
raised. 


MISERABLE STRATEGY 


Thus the USFI section in Bolivia fails miserably 
to advance a strategy for working class power 
through an alliance with the impoverished peasan- 
try. Instead they adapt to the historic weakness 
of the Bolivian labour movement - syndicalism and 
petty bourgeois nationalism, These weaknesses have 
helped to keep the Bolivian workers from taking up 
the tasks of building a mass revolutionary party. 
By keeping the workers’ movement free of revolu- 
tionary communist politics it has been repeatedly 
rendered helpless when faced with a bourgeois 
nationalist regime - spouting anti-imperialist 
rhetoric but carrying out anti-working class 
measures. 


From critical support for such governments, with 
all the demobilisation and demoralisation this 
brings, it is but one short and bloody step to 
another right wing military dictatorship. Revolu- 
tionaries in Bolivia must do everything possible 
to alert the heroic miners and other sections of 
the working class against this outcome. Only 
working class power can put an end to the vicious 
eycle of Bolivian politics. 





Book Review- SMASHING TIMES 


"Smashing Times - a history of the Irish Women's 
Suffrage Movement 1889-1922" by Rosemary Cullen 
Owens, Attic Press, 159 pages, 4.95. 


This useful book approaches the suffrage move- 
ment from its pre-history in the early 1800s, then 
takes us from its organised establishment to its 
gradual demise in the 1920s. 

- An Act of 1832 restricted the vote to the "male 
person". Previously, women in England and Ireland 
were prevented from voting by custom and social 
position some "qualified" women did use the 
vote in a much earlier period. Of course, women 
were also denied access to ownership of property, 
higher education and a range of professions. 

Cullen Owens correctly roots the development of 
the suffrage movement in the fight of bourgeois 
and petty bourgeois women for their rights. In 
1876 Anna Haslam formed the first Irish Suffrage 
Society - which restricted itself to constitu- 
tional methods of struggle - petitions, public 
lectures, appeals to MPs, the press etc. 

By the early 1900s, improved educational faci- 
lities and the benefit of collective experience 
eaused a group of articulate women, impatient for 
reform, to found the Irish Women's Franchise 
League (IWFL) in 1908. This organisation adopted 
more militant tactics in pursuit of the vote for 
women - heckling politicians, attacks on govern- 
ment buildings, hunger strikes etc. 

The author records the complete dismissal of 
the suffrage cause by the bourgeois nationalist 
Home Rule Party. When the Home Rule Bill of 1912 
was introduced it contained no reference to 
women's suffrage. The pretext was that support for 
the vote would have adversely affected the grant- 
ing of Home Rule for Ireland. The demand of the 
suffragettes for its inclusion, accepting the 
Dourgeois property qualification instead of figh- 
ting for universal ('adult') suffrage showed the 
class character of the movement and gave hostages 
to male chauvinism in the unions - "At the 1914 
Irish Trades Union Congress Larkin made the point 
that suffrage could be used for or against the 
working class. Connolly, however, stated that he 
was in favour of giving women the vote ‘even if 
they used it against him as a human right', Marie 
Johnson complained: 

"The first demand was for the vote for women of 

property distinctly, i.e. a certain class who™ 

considered themselves as important to the 
country, and to share in legislation as the men 
who had the vote. We ordinaries resented this, 
but did not refuse to support, as we were 
assured that our turn would come". 
But did not Connolly himself fail to fight in 
concrete terms, in relation to the Home Rule Bill, 
for the vote for all women? We are not given any 
sueh critical analysis of the issue, 

Tensions between feminism and the labour move- 
ment were accompanied by divisions between women 
who sought Irish Independence as a pre-requisite 
and those who sought suffrage above all else. This 
was manifest in the formation of Cumann na mBan - 
whose primary aim was to "assist" the Irish 
Volunteers, 
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In 1914 militancy was suspended when feminist 
and socialist organisation worldwide disintegrated 
under the impact of war. In Britain the Womens 
Social and Political union preoccupied itself with 
relief works and conducting anti-German propagan- 
da. In Ireland reaction to the war was mixed. Many 
of those opposed to it were pacifists and objected 
equally to the "militarism" of the Irish 
Volunteers, | 

The first deeades of this century were a period 
of social and political upheaval, especially in 
the development of a mass working class movement. 
Cullen Owens is careful to set her history against 
this background. She sketches the outlines of 
several issues and debates which are still perti- 
nent. However, the weakness of the book becomes 
apparent here in the lack of a framework of anal- 
ysis with which to go beyond observation. The 
question of separate women's organisation and 
the formation of the Irish Women Workers Union in 
1911 (amalgamated only last year) need to be eri- 
tically assessed in terms of the underlying gen- 
eral issues that still assert themselves today 
e.g. calls for politically autonomous all-class 
women's movements as against the independent orz- 
anisation of women within the working class mowe- 
ment, and the living issue of official women's 
caucuses within unions - so patronisingly denied 
this year by the bureaucracy of the FWUI to which 
the IWWU had just amalgamated. 

Declarations for women's rights were not lecking 
in the early labour movement but ... "Generally 
women were discounted as cheap labour who couk 
undercut trade union rates in a job and jeopardise 
the livelihoods of tradesmen", Against such a 
background the IWWU was a gain for women. Its 
Struggles made solid gains for the class as a 
whole, 

The fortunes of the suffrage movement in the 
post-1916 period and especially with the develep- 
ment of a new separatist Sinn Fein are fairly 
documented. The coming together of various women’s 
groups led for example to co-operation in the 
anti-consecription campaign. The author remarks 
that the new Sinn Fein was generally sympathetic 
to women's demands and the two movements worked 
together. It was nevertheless not easy to get four 
women elected to the Sinn Fein executive. 

In 1918 an Act gave the vote to all males over 
21 and females over 30. In 1922 the Free State 
gave the vote to women at 21 - not achieved in 
Britain till 1928. However, the author's lack of a 
class-political analysis of Sinn Fein leaves her 
with the paradox that the state to which this 
movement gave rise was to prove itself inherently 
and consistently reactionary on many democratic 
questions, enshrining the oppression of women as 
domestic slaves, 

Plainly the achievement of the vote could never 
have been more than a tiny gain in relation to the 
real problems of women's oppression by class 
society. Though Cullen Owens has given us a useful 
first history of the Irish suffrage struggle, a 
great deal more is needed to address the failure 
so far to build and politically equip a fighting 
women's movement capable of really advancing the 
fight for women's liberation. 





Where We Stand 


The IWG is a revolutionary communist organisation basing itself 
upon the programme and principles developed by Karl Marx and F, 
Engels in the last century, by ¥.I.Lenin and the first four Congresses 
of the Communist International (1919-23), and by Leon Trotsky and 
the first two Congresses of the Fourth International up to 1948. 


Capitalism is a system based on the systematic exploitation of 
wage labourers. It is doomed to recurring crises because of the 


contradiction between the enormous expansive powers of the increasing 


social division of labour on the one hand and the private ownership 
which on the other hand means that production must serve profit not 
need, 

The competitive struggle between capitalists brings anarchy into 
national and world economy. As a result of the constant battle to 
maintain its rates of profit, capitalism condemns millions to starve 
while food is destroyed to maintain prices.. Commodities rot or rust 
unsold in a world of acute want for the majority of humanity. 


In its final, imperialist stage, the major capitalist powers - 
USA. the EEC powers and Japan - cruelly exploit the backward 
countries, containing their economic development within limits that 
can realise super-profits for transnational corporations and the geat 


banks of Wall Street, the City of London, Tokyo, Frankfurt and Paris. 


Only the abolition of private property in the large-scale means 
of production, and the creation of a planned economy can forever end 
exploitation and oppression. Equally the root causes of the oppression 
of women can only be removed with the abolition of class society. 
[t is not men, as a sex, who developed and perpetuate this oppression 
as feminists claim. Working class men are the natural allies of 


of working class women. They are not the enemy. It is a class system 


based on private property in the means of production that requires 
for its continued function the use of women as unpaid domestic 
labourers that ensures the continued existence of this oppression. 


Only the working class can lead the oppressed masses of the 
planet to the achievement of the historic task of a planned world 
economy based on human need rather than on the blind private 
accumulation of profits. To do so requires a social revolution that 
expropriates capitalist property and smashes the armed power of the 
capitalist class, namely its State, replacing it with the dictatorship 
of the proletariat, founded upon workers’ councils and the armed 
milita of the working class. 


Such a revolution must be Permanent, Whilst starting from the 
immediate tasks facing the workers and peasants - which in the 
colonial and semi-colonial world includes the land question and 
national independence - it cannot stop at intermediate "democratic" 
stages without the working class suffering a heavy defeat. The 
political power of the proletariat (in alliance with the other 
oppressed classes such as the poor peasants) is essential to resolve 
these "capitalist" tasks as well as to move forwards towards a planned 
economy and socialism. The latter is indeed impossible to achieve 
within an isolated nation. Thus the revolution must be international. 
[ts fundamental task is its extension. | 


The so-called "communist" countries are in fact degenerate 
workers’ states - the USSR, E.Europe, China, Korea, Cuba, Vietnam, 


To this end we fight inside the workers’ movemen. .. ..... 
existing struggles, even ones for partial demands, to the struggle for 
working class power. In each struggle for pay, against closures, for 
political rights, we fight for forms of organisation and elements of 
workers’ control that bring workers united into conflict not only with 
an individual capitalist but with capitalist power and the capitalist 
system. Through transitional demands the masses can find a bridge 
between their present struggles for everyday demands and the tasks of 
socialist revolution. 


On the basis of these principles we give unconditional support to 
all national liberation struggles against imperialism. In Ireland we 
defend the revolutionary nationalist Republican Movement against 
imperialist backed repression, We support every action of theirs 
which concretely advances the struggle to remove the British Army and 
to smash Partition and the northern state. But ours is the strategy 
of Permanent Revolution. We fight politically against republicanism 
to bring the struggle under working class leadership and a 
revolutionary communist party, fighting to unite the majority of the 
Irish working class in the struggle for its own state power throughout 
the island. We fight for the maximum unity in struggle against 
capitalism with the protestant working class, while not hiding from 
them our fundamental opposition to British imperialism. 

We fight for the most complete separation of church and state, an 
end to church control of schools, hospitals and other social 
institutions. We fight against every confessional or sectarian 
expression in the workers’ organisations. 

We fight for complete social, legal and political equality for 
women. Equal pay for equal work. Free, legal, safe contraception and 
abortion on demand, divorce at the request of one partner, with 
adequate state welfare for children. We stand for a working class 
women’s movement that can fight, as an integral part of the labour 
movement, for workers’ power. Only working class power and a planned 
economy can socialise domestic labour and release women from their 
centuries’ old oppression. 

We fight for the liberation of gays from the persecution and 
discrimination that is their lot under capitalism. 

We fight against the oppression and superexploitation, via the 
family, the state and at work, that is suffered by youth, 

In the unions we fight for their total independence from the state, 
for militant class struggle policies, for immediate, partial and 


transitional demands which link today’s struggles under capitalism to 
a united and coherent offensive to overthrow it. 


We seek to build a rank and file movement beginning now with the militant | 
minority to win the regular election and recallability of all union officials 


and the fixing of their salaries at the average of their members’ wages. 
The defence of all such norms of workers’ democracy is indispensable 
in the struggle for a workers’ state in order to guarantee against 
bureaucratic degeneration. We fight to build a revolutionary 
alternative leadership in the unions as part of our fight to build a 
revolutionary party. Our goal is workers’ power and nothing less. 


The Irish Workers Group, and its fraternal allies, Workers Power 
(Britain), Gruppe Arbeitermacht (Germany) and the Groupe Pouvoir 
Ouvrier (France) are by no means yet parties capable of challenging 


stalinism and social democracy for leadership across the whole range 


of working class struggles. We are restricted by our size to arguing 
for our programme, our tactics and strategy with the proletarian 


vanguard, who still, by and large give allegiance either to the 

reformist parties or, in some countries the various centrist organisations 
(degenerated fragments from the Fourth International, linked in 

Ireland with the PD, SWM and LWR groups). But we seck at the same lime 
the maximum involvement in the class struggle. We fight for our ideas 


Laos, Kampuchea. They are workers’ states because the bourgeoisie has 
been overthrown and capitalist exploitation has been suppressed. Yet 
their planned economies remain fundamentally hampered by a parasitic 
caste of bureaucrats, thus blocking the road towards%socialist 
development. This caste has usurped political power from the 


proletariat and pursues a counter-revolutionary strategy under the 
label of "socialism in one country". The "Communist parties" in these 
states, and their supporters throughout the world are Stalinists. 


As revolutionary commuists (Trotskyists) we place no conditions 
on our active defence of the degenerate workers’ states. We fight to 
become a force within them to smash the bureaucratic caste and to 
restore in the USSR, and to create in the others, workers’ democracy 
based on soviets, workers’ councils. 


In the advanced capitalist states, the proletariat is. repeatedly 
held back from the struggle for power by the social democratic or 
Labour parties, the trade union bureaucracy and the Stalinist parties. 
These bodies, while based on the workers’ organisations, pursue a 
bourgeoispolicy, sacrificing the historic aims of the proletariat to 
reforms within capitalism. However, in periods of crisis, capitalism 
trics to recoup these concessions. If the working class is to 
successfully fight the renewed capitalist offensive, its crisis of 
leadership must be resolved in a revolutionary direction, 


whilst rendering the maximum assistance to workers in action. 


As well as new revolutionary parties, the working class needs a 
new revolutionary international. The last, the Fourth, collapsed into 
centrism between 1948 and 1951, and disintegrated organisationally in 
1953. Only its degenerated fragments exist today. What is needed is 
a democratic centralist international, a true world party of socialist 
revolution, 

As a first step along this path, the Irish Workers Group, with 
its British, German, French and Chilean co-thinkers, has founded the 


Movement for a Revolutionary Communist International (MRCI), with the 


object of creating an international democratic Tendency to fight for 
revolutionary regroupment. On this basis we can and will go further 
along the road to building national revolutionary partics and the 
international party, and the establishment of the world socialist 
order. 





